Course-Section: BIOL 100 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY

Instructor:

SOKOLOVE, PHILL

Enrollment: 288

Questionnaires: 206

Questions

Spring 2007

Frequencies

2

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

3

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.14 4.09
4.18 4.15
4.22 4.15
4.09 3.99
4.01 4.26
3.93 3.74
4.16 4.07
4.62 4.97
4.02 3.86
4.40 4.66
4.63 4.77
4.24 4.12
4.23 4.10
3.86 4.14
3.92 3.88
4.13 4.33
4.04 4.25
3.87 4.01
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Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 100 0101
CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY
SOKOLOVE, PHILL

288

206

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Majors

00-27 89
28-55 41
56-83 14
84-150 5
Grad. 0

Cum. GPA
0.00-0.99 1
1.00-1.99 5
2.00-2.99 30
3.00-3.49 27
3.50-4.00 60

Required for Majors 21

Graduate 0

Under-grad 206

Non-major 148

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 100H 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOL-HONOR
Instructor: SOKOLOVE, PHIL (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 246/1522 4.80 4.29 4.30 4.14 4.80
4.30 824/1522 4.30 4.11 4.26 4.18 4.30
4.63 405/1285 4.63 4.01 4.30 4.22 4.63
4.20 86071476 4.20 4.02 4.22 4.09 4.20
4.80 137/1412 4.80 4.06 4.06 4.01 4.80
4.20 66371381 4.20 3.83 4.08 3.93 4.20
4.20 83971500 4.20 4.09 4.18 4.16 4.20
5.00 1/1517 5.00 4.73 4.65 4.62 5.00
4.38 53471497 4.30 3.96 4.11 4.02 4.30
4.83 30471440 4.70 4.44 4.45 4.40 4.70
5.00 1/1448 5.00 4.64 4.71 4.63 5.00
4.33 793/1436 4.45 4.18 4.29 4.24 4.45
4.67 454/1432 4.62 4.18 4.29 4.23 4.62
4.60 21371221 4.43 4.08 3.93 3.86 4.43
4.40 477/1280 4.40 4.09 4.10 3.92 4.40
4.60 527/1277 4.60 4.35 4.34 4.13 4.60
4.50 586/1269 4.50 4.35 4.31 4.04 4.50
4.11 407/ 854 4.11 3.94 4.02 3.87 4.11

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 10 Non-major 7

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 100H 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOL-HONOR
Instructor: CRONIN, THOMAS (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 139
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

D= T TIOO
OCOO0OO0OO0OOhMSM
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 246/1522 4.80 4.29 4.30 4.14 4.80
4.30 824/1522 4.30 4.11 4.26 4.18 4.30
4.63 405/1285 4.63 4.01 4.30 4.22 4.63
4.20 86071476 4.20 4.02 4.22 4.09 4.20
4.80 137/1412 4.80 4.06 4.06 4.01 4.80
4.20 66371381 4.20 3.83 4.08 3.93 4.20
4.20 83971500 4.20 4.09 4.18 4.16 4.20
5.00 1/1517 5.00 4.73 4.65 4.62 5.00
4.22 685/1497 4.30 3.96 4.11 4.02 4.30
4.57 716/1440 4.70 4.44 4.45 4.40 4.70
5.00 1/1448 5.00 4.64 4.71 4.63 5.00
4.57 514/1436 4.45 4.18 4.29 4.24 4.45
4_.57 558/1432 4.62 4.18 4.29 4.23 4.62
4.25 461/1221 4.43 4.08 3.93 3.86 4.43
4.40 477/1280 4.40 4.09 4.10 3.92 4.40
4.60 527/1277 4.60 4.35 4.34 4.13 4.60
4.50 586/1269 4.50 4.35 4.31 4.04 4.50
4.11 407/ 854 4.11 3.94 4.02 3.87 4.11

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 10 Non-major 7

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 14
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Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned

Was the grading system clearly explained

. How many times was class cancelled
. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor"s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.14 3.43
4.26 4.18 3.36
4.30 4.22 2.85
4.22 4.09 3.92
4.06 4.01 3.91
4.08 3.93 3.08
4.18 4.16 3.55
4.65 4.62 4.50
4.11 4.02 2.50
4.45 4.40 4.18
4.71 4.63 4.36
4.29 4.24 3.75
4.29 4.23 3.58
3.93 3.86 3.64
4.10 3.92 FE**
4.34 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.04 F***
4.02 3.87 F*F*F*
4.36 4.31 3.89
4.35 4.33 4.22
4.51 4.51 4.20
4.42 4.41 4.10
4.23 4.28 3.78
4.58 4.13 F***
4.52 4.03 FF**
4.49 3.85 FF**
4.45 3.88 FF*F*
4.11 3.79 FE**
4.41 3.90 FH*F*
4.30 3.90 FE**
4.40 3.99 KF**
4.31 4.00 F***
4.30 4.11 ****
4.63 4.53 F***
4.41 4.19 F***
4.69 4.57 FF**
4.54 4.31 F***
4.49 4.11 ***F*



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 14

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Type Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 14 Non-major 14

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0102

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
. Was the instructor available for individual attention
. Did research projects contribute to what you learned

Field Work

. Was the instructor available for consultation
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.80 126971522 3.43
3.60 132371522 3.37
2.90 126471285 2.88
3.45 133671476 3.44
4.11 688/1412 3.68
3.63 111371381 3.30
3.58 1272/1500 3.07
4.42 1144/1517 4.46
3.29 135871497 3.08
4.30 1007/1440 4.17
4.00 135371448 4.06
4.05 102971436 3.71
3.70 121271432 3.29
3.60 860/1221 3.65
3.67 ****/1280 1.00
3.33 ****/1277 1.00
3.67 ****/1269 4.00
4_00 **-k*/ 854 E = =
3.63 197/ 215 3.74
4.05 174/ 228 3.90
4.21 175/ 217 3.96
3.61 191/ 216 3.71
4.00 141/ 205 3.70
4.50 ****/ 79 2.00
5.00 ****/ 77 1.50
4.00 ****/ 65 1.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

22
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responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0104

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 22
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Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor"s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.14 3.45
4.26 4.18 3.27
4.30 4.22 3.00
4.22 4.09 3.52
4.06 4.01 3.85
4.08 3.93 3.45
4.18 4.16 3.24
4.65 4.62 4.37
4.11 4.02 2.37
4.45 4.40 3.90
4.71 4.63 3.63
4.29 4.24 3.45
4.29 4.23 2.95
3.93 3.86 3.39
4.10 3.92 FE**
4.34 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.04 F*F**
4.02 3.87 F*F*F*
4.36 4.31 3.94
4.35 4.33 3.65
4.51 4.51 3.89
4.42 4.41 3.79
4.23 4.28 3.76
4.58 4.13 F***
4.52 4.03 FF**
4.49 3.85 FF**
4.45 3.88 FF*F*
4.11 3.79 FE**
4.41 3.90 FH*F*
4.30 3.90 FE**
4.31 4.00 F***
4.30 4.11 ****
4.63 4.53 FF**
4.41 4.19 Fx**



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0104

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 22

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 142
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7

=T TOO

[eNoNoNoNaN SINNe))

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Graduate 0
Under-grad 22 Non-major 19

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0105

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

143
2007
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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POOOOOOOO
NBEANNOANNR
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RPNNNN

coooo
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[eNoNoNoNe]
[eNoNoNoNe]
[eNoNoNoNe]
[cNoNol Neo)
WhWEN

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

JUN 26,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1122/1522 3.43 4.29 4.30 4.14
3.20 1458/1522 3.37 4.11 4.26 4.18
3.20 123671285 2.88 4.01 4.30 4.22
3.40 134971476 3.44 4.02 4.22 4.09
4.40 430/1412 3.68 4.06 4.06 4.01
4.00 806/1381 3.30 3.83 4.08 3.93
2.40 1475/1500 3.07 4.09 4.18 4.16
4.20 1301/1517 4.46 4.73 4.65 4.62
3.67 1204/1497 3.08 3.96 4.11 4.02
4.20 109471440 4.17 4.44 4.45 4.40
4.20 1319/1448 4.06 4.64 4.71 4.63
3.40 1315/1436 3.71 4.18 4.29 4.24
3.40 130571432 3.29 4.18 4.29 4.23
3.60 860/1221 3.65 4.08 3.93 3.86
4.00 ****/1280 1.00 4.09 4.10 3.92
4.00 ****/1277 1.00 4.35 4.34 4.13
4.00 ****/1269 4.00 4.35 4.31 4.04
4.00 ****/ 854 **** 3,094 4.02 3.87
4.50 89/ 215 3.74 4.37 4.36 4.31
4.25 1547 228 3.90 4.47 4.35 4.33
4.25 170/ 217 3.96 4.48 4.51 4.51
4.00 174/ 216 3.71 4.41 4.42 4.41
4.25 108/ 205 3.70 4.30 4.23 4.28
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 5 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0202

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

abrhwWNPE O WNPE WN P O WNPE

N

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion

. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
- Were all students actively encouraged to participate
. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned

Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

WWWN N PRPFPOO Www [eNoNoNoNe]

w w

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 0 1 2 1
0 0 1 1 1
1 0 1 1 1
o 0 1 1 2
0 1 1 1 1
0 1 1 1 1
0 1 2 0 1
O 0O O o0 1
O 0O O 3 1
0O 0O O 2 o
o 0O 0o 2 1
o 0O o0 2 1
0 0 3 1 0
0 0 1 1 1
0 1 0 0 0
o 1 0 0 o
0O O 0o 1
0 1 1 1 1
0 0 1 1 1
o 1 1 0 o0
o 0 2 0 o0
0 1 1 0 0
o 1 0 1 o
0 1 1 0 0
O 1 0 0 o
o 1 0o 0 o
o 1 0 0 o
O 0O O o0 1
O 0O O 1 o

o 0O O o0 1
o o0 o 1 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

e cNoNoNoNol Nel
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o o

w b

WhDAWADAMDIDN
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.00 148971522 3.43
3.50 1365/1522 3.37
3.00 124871285 2.88
3.25 1380/1476 3.44
2.50 138571412 3.68
2.50 1350/1381 3.30
2.25 1481/1500 3.07
4.75 802/1517 4.46
3.25 1370/1497 3.08
4.00 1186/1440 4.17
3.75 1402/1448 4.06
3.75 121271436 3.71
2.25 1414/1432 3.29
3.50 89971221 3.65
1.00 1277/1280 1.00
1.00 1276/1277 1.00
4.00 875/1269 4.00
2.50 215/ 215 3.74
3.50 214/ 228 3.90
2.67 216/ 217 3.96
3.00 203/ 216 3.71
2.67 203/ 205 3.70
2.00 79/ 79 2.00
1.50 77/ 77 1.50
1.00 64/ 65 1.00
1.00 78/ 78 1.00
1.00 80/ 80 1.00
4.00 34/ 47 4.00
3.00 40/ 45 3.00
4.00 31/ 37 4.00
3.00 21/ 23 3.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

4

Page 144
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.14 3.00
4.26 4.18 3.50
4.30 4.22 3.00
4.22 4.09 3.25
4.06 4.01 2.50
4.08 3.93 2.50
4.18 4.16 2.25
4.65 4.62 4.75
4.11 4.02 3.25
4.45 4.40 4.00
4.71 4.63 3.75
4.29 4.24 3.75
4.29 4.23 2.25
3.93 3.86 3.50
4.10 3.92 1.00
4.34 4.13 1.00
4.31 4.04 4.00
4.36 4.31 2.50
4.35 4.33 3.50
4.51 4.51 2.67
4.42 4.41 3.00
4.23 4.28 2.67
4.58 4.13 2.00
4.52 4.03 1.50
4.49 3.85 1.00
4.45 3.88 1.00
4.11 3.79 1.00
4.41 3.90 4.00
4.30 3.90 3.00
4.63 4.53 4.00
4.41 4.19 3.00
Majors
Major 0
Non-major 4
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Other

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0203

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 21

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RPOOOO abrbooow oOr OO0 g~ N O © RPONWOWER U AN

[eNeoNoNoNe]

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.76 128971522 3.43
3.94 1146/1522 3.37
2.59 127171285 2.88
3.59 1289/1476 3.44
3.82 956/1412 3.68
3.71 1076/1381 3.30
3.12 1420/1500 3.07
4.47 1104/1517 4.46
3.47 1291/1497 3.08
4.28 1031/1440 4.17
4.39 1249/1448 4.06
4.06 102971436 3.71
4.00 103671432 3.29
3.94 65971221 3.65
4.00 ****/1280 1.00
3.00 ****/1277 1.00
5.00 ****/1269 4.00
3 . 00 ****/ 854 E = =
3.93 180/ 215 3.74
4.00 178/ 228 3.90
4.27 169/ 217 3.96
3.57 193/ 216 3.71
3.93 161/ 205 3.70
4.00 ****/ 79 2.00
3.00 ****/ 77 1.50
3.00 ****/ 65 1.00
3.00 ****/ 78 1.00
5.00 ****/ 80 1.00
3.00 ****/ 37 4.00
1.00 ****/ 23 3.00
3_00 ****/ 22 E = =
2_00 ****/ 18 Khkk

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 21
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Majors

Non-major
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4.00
4.27
3.57
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 4 0 O O 8 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 4 0 0 0 6 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 0 0 9 7 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 4 0 0 2 6 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 0 0 1 7 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 4 0 0 1 6 7
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 4 0 2 2 7 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 4 0 0 0 0 9
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 0 10 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0 0 0 4 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 0 0 3 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 0 1 4 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 2 3 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 0 0 1 4 7
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 20 0 0 0 0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 20 0 0 0 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 20 0 0 0 0 0
4. Were special techniques successful 20 0 0 0 1 0
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 7 0 0 0 4 7
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 7 0 O O 5 4
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 6 0 0 0 2 7
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 6 1 1 1 5 3
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 7 0 0 0 6 3
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 19 1 0 0 0 1
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 19 1 0 O 1 0
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 19 1 0 0 1 0
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 19 1 0 0 1 0
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 19 1 0 0 0 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 20 0 0 0 1 0
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 20 0 1 0 0 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 20 0 0 1 0 0
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 20 0 0 0 1 0
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 20 0 0 1 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 3 C 2 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0



Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough

Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5
responses to be significant

Other 12
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Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0207

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 14

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GOrWOWNBE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean
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Instructor

Rank

150871522
151071522
1274/1285
1447/1476
124871412
135971381
1345/1500
101971517
144571497

106371440
135371448
1320/1436
138671432

832/1221

ek /1280
*xkx 1277
*xxx /1269
wxkx/ 854

204/ 215
206/ 228
200/ 217
186/ 216
188/ 205

Course
Mean
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1.00
4.00
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

14
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.14 2.57
4.26 4.18 2.46
4.30 4.22 2.43
4.22 4.09 2.77
4.06 4.01 3.36
4.08 3.93 2.43
4.18 4.16 3.43
4.65 4.62 4.57
4.11 4.02 2.85
4.45 4.40 4.23
4.71 4.63 4.00
4.29 4.24 3.38
4.29 4.23 2.85
3.93 3.86 3.67
4.10 3.92 Fxx*
4.34 4.13 FFF*
4.31 4.04 *F***
4.02 3.87 *x**
4.36 4.31 3.45
4.35 4.33 3.73
4.51 4.51 3.92
4.42 4.41 3.75
4.23 4.28 3.45

Majors
Major 2
Non-major 12

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0209

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[cNeoNol Ne] AN~NO1O [eNoNeoNe)

[eNeoNoNoNe]

Instructor Cours
Mean Rank Mean
3.38 1444/1522 3.43
3.62 1319/1522 3.37
3.05 124471285 2.88
3.65 1251/1476 3.44
3.50 1165/1412 3.68
3.58 113671381 3.30
3.00 1430/1500 3.07
4.40 1161/1517 4.46
3.22 1379/1497 3.08
4.30 1007/1440 4.17
4.14 1332/1448 4.06
3.80 1197/1436 3.71
3.60 124371432 3.29
3.84 733/1221 3.65
2.00 ****/1280 1.00
2.00 ****/1277 1.00
2.00 ****/1269 4.00
2_00 ****/ 854 E = =
4.06 162/ 215 3.74
3.81 202/ 228 3.90
4.31 162/ 217 3.96
3.82 184/ 216 3.71
3.75 173/ 205 3.70
4.00 ****/ 79 2.00
5.00 ****/ 77 1.50
4.00 ****/ 65 1.00
4.00 ****/ 78 1.00
4.00 ****/ 80 1.00
4.00 ****/ 47 4.00
4.00 ****/ 45 3.00
4_00 ****/ 34 E = =
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

21

Non-major
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Course-Section:

BIOL 123 0101

Title HUMAN GENETICS
Instructor: GLASER, FREDA
Enrollment: 36
Questionnaires: 22

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O WNPE

A WNPE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

ORRNRPRRPRER

NP RRE

00 00 00

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 1 1 5 5
0 2 0 4 6
0 2 1 2 8
o 1 2 6 7
3 1 3 6 6
0O 2 1 6 5
0 2 1 2 9
o 0O O o0 9
1 1 1 6 4
o 1 0 1 8
0O 0O O 2 5
0 1 1 4 7
0 1 1 3 5
o 2 0 2 7
0 1 1 4 5
0O 0O O 2 6
o 0O O o0 9
1 0o 2 3 3

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

[EY
WN~NONUI OO

14

11

agow

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 7
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 3 D 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.95 117171522 3.95 4.29 4.30 4.14 3.95
3.95 1135/1522 3.95 4.11 4.26 4.18 3.95
3.90 102771285 3.90 4.01 4.30 4.22 3.90
3.62 127571476 3.62 4.02 4.22 4.09 3.62
3.28 1281/1412 3.28 4.06 4.06 4.01 3.28
3.60 1130/1381 3.60 3.83 4.08 3.93 3.60
3.86 1117/1500 3.86 4.09 4.18 4.16 3.86
4.57 1019/1517 4.57 4.73 4.65 4.62 4.57
3.47 1296/1497 3.47 3.96 4.11 4.02 3.47
4.33 984/1440 4.33 4.44 4.45 4.40 4.33
4.57 1097/1448 4.57 4.64 4.71 4.63 4.57
3.95 110771436 3.95 4.18 4.29 4.24 3.95
4.14 963/1432 4.14 4.18 4.29 4.23 4.14
4.05 58971221 4.05 4.08 3.93 3.86 4.05
3.57 1000/1280 3.57 4.09 4.10 3.92 3.57
4.29 781/1277 4.29 4.35 4.34 4.13 4.29
4.36 707/1269 4.36 4.35 4.31 4.04 4.36
3.85 551/ 854 3.85 3.94 4.02 3.87 3.85

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 22 Non-major 22

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 233 0101

Title NUTRITION AND HEALTH
Instructor: WELCH, G.
Enrollment: 74

Questionnaires: 65

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 233 0101 University of Maryland Page 149

Title NUTRITION AND HEALTH Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: WELCH, G. Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 74

Questionnaires: 65 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 17 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 8
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 0 B 30
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 6 C 7 General 7 Under-grad 65 Non-major 57
84-150 10 3.00-3.49 16 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 10 F 0 Electives 1 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 47
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 252 0101

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOLOGY 1

Instructor:

FLEISCHMANN, ES

Enrollment: 114

Questionnaires: 88

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

O oo~ GOrWOWNE

OrWNE

A WNPE

O WNPE OrWNPE GOrWOWNBE

GOrWNPE

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned

Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor"s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.34 4.86
4.29 4.66
4.36 4.55
4.20 4.53
4.00 4.58
3.97 4.58
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Course-Section: BIOL 252 0101 University of Maryland Page 150

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOLOGY 1 Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 114

Questionnaires: 88 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 29 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major 10
28-55 10 1.00-1.99 0 B 39
56-83 7 2.00-2.99 5 C 8 General 7 Under-grad 88 Non-major 78
84-150 26 3.00-3.49 25 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 20 F 0 Electives 6 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 67
? 5



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0101

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB

Instructor:

FLEISCHMANN, ES

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 22

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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JUN 26, 2007

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 5.00
4.26 4.29 4.86
4.30 4.36 4.86
4.22 4.20 4.42
4.06 4.00 4.77
4.08 3.97 3.95
4.18 4.20 4.82
4.65 4.63 4.86
4.11 4.11 4.84
4.45 4.42 4.91
4.71 4.78 5.00
4.29 4.29 4.77
4.29 4.31 5.00
3.93 4.02 4.69
4.10 4.08 4.11
4.34 4.33 4.67
4.31 4.33 4.56
4.02 4.00 4.00
4.36 4.62 4.81
4.35 4.56 4.81
4.51 4.57 4.94
4.42 4.72 4.88
4.23 4.37 4.89
4.58 4.58 F***
4.52 5.00 ****
4.49 5.00 F***
4.45 5.00 FF**
4.11 4.00 ****
4.41 4.83 F*F**
4.30 4.58 F***
4.40 4.75 FFF*
4.31 4.75 FFF*
4.30 4.17 F*F*F*
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Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0101 University of Maryland Page 151

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 22 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 5
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 5 C 3 General 1 Under-grad 22 Non-major 17
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 2 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 13
? 3



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0201

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 1

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 152
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

O~NOUTAWNE

G WNPE

A WN P

A WNPE

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

TTOO
[eNoNoNol Ne]

D -
[oNe]

Reasons
Required for Majors
General

Electives

Other

[cNeoNol Ne] [eNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

[eNoNoNe)

oOOoOr o

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1122/1522 4.73 4.29 4.30 4.34 4.00
4.00 1080/1522 4.61 4.11 4.26 4.29 4.00
3.00 124871285 4.33 4.01 4.30 4.36 3.00
2.00 1467/1476 4.02 4.02 4.22 4.20 2.00
4.00 760/1412 4.59 4.06 4.06 4.00 4.00
2.00 1370/1381 3.05 3.83 4.08 3.97 2.00
4.00 988/1500 4.73 4.09 4.18 4.20 4.00
4.00 138971517 4.68 4.73 4.65 4.63 4.00
3.00 140471440 4.39 4.44 4.45 4.42 3.00
5.00 1/1448 4.95 4.64 4.71 4.78 5.00
4.00 105671436 4.58 4.18 4.29 4.29 4.00
4.00 1036/1432 4.69 4.18 4.29 4.31 4.00
2.00 1197/1221 3.56 4.08 3.93 4.02 2.00
3.00 1187/1280 3.56 4.09 4.10 4.08 3.00
4.00 930/1277 4.33 4.35 4.34 4.33 4.00
3.00 120771269 3.78 4.35 4.31 4.33 3.00
1.00 854/ 854 2.50 3.94 4.02 4.00 1.00
4.00 168/ 215 4.70 4.37 4.36 4.62 4.00
5.00 1/ 228 4.91 4.47 4.35 4.56 5.00
3.00 211/ 217 4.48 4.48 4.51 4.57 3.00
4.00 174/ 216 4.74 4.41 4.42 4.72 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 1 Non-major 0

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0301

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB

Instructor:

FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean
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GOrWOWNPE

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
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Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0301

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 21

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Expec

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Page 153
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

=T TOO

ted Grades Reasons
5 Required for Majors
12
2 General
0
0 Electives
0
0 Other 16
0

Graduate 0
Under-grad 21 Non-major 20

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0301

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean
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abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
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Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0301

B)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: (Instr.
Enrollment: 21
Questionnaires: 21
Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 5
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4

N = TTOOm>

oOooooNNU

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Page 154
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1

Under-grad 21 Non-major 20

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0301

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: (Instr. C)
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
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4.36 4.60
4.20 4.50
4.00 4.67
3.97 2.94
4.20 4.94
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Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 252L 0301
ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB

(Instr. C)

21
21

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 155
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 1
21 Non-major 20

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0401 University of Maryland Page 156

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 18
Questionnaires: 15 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O 0O O O O 0 15 5.00 1/1522 4.73 4.29 4.30 4.34 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 0 4 10 4.53 511/1522 4.61 4.11 4.26 4.29 4.53
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 1 1 5 8 4.33 706/1285 4.33 4.01 4.30 4.36 4.33
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 2 7 5 4.21 838/1476 4.02 4.02 4.22 4.20 4.21
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 0 0 3 11 4.79 149/1412 4.59 4.06 4.06 4.00 4.79
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned O O O 2 4 8 1 3.53 1145/1381 3.05 3.83 4.08 3.97 3.53
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 0 1 2 11 4.71 252/1500 4.73 4.09 4.18 4.20 4.71
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 2 13 4.87 577/1517 4.68 4.73 4.65 4.63 4.87
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 0 0 0 0 0 12 5.00 1/1497 4.40 3.96 4.11 4.11 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0 0 1 0 0 11 4.75 452/1440 4.39 4.44 A4.45 4.42 4.75
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 0 0 13 5.00 1/1448 4.95 4.64 4.71 4.78 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 0 0 1 1 10 4.75 295/1436 4.58 4.18 4.29 4.29 4.75
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 0 0 12 5.00 1/1432 4.69 4.18 4.29 4.31 5.00
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 4 1 0 1 2 4 4.00 60671221 3.56 4.08 3.93 4.02 4.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 0 0 1 0 1 4.00 ****/1280 3.56 4.09 4.10 4.08 ****
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 ****/1277 4.33 4.35 4.34 4.33 ****
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 13 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 ****/1269 3.78 4.35 4.31 4.33 ****
4. Were special techniques successful 13 0 0 0 1 1 0 3.50 ****/ 854 2.50 3.94 4.02 4.00 ****
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 5 0 0 0 0 1 9 4.90 31/ 215 4.70 4.37 4.36 4.62 4.90
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 5 0 O O O O 10 5.00 1/ 228 4.91 4.47 4.35 4.56 5.00
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 5 0 0 0 0 3 7 4.70 85/ 217 4.48 4.48 4.51 4.57 4.70
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 5 0 0 0 0 1 9 4.90 40/ 216 4.74 4.41 4.42 4.72 4.90
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 5 4 0 0 0 0 6 5.00 1/ 205 4.78 4.30 4.23 4.37 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 1 General 1 Under-grad 15 Non-major 14
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 0 ##Ht - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 13
? 1



Course-Section:

BIOL 275 0101

Title MICROBIOLOGY
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W
Enrollment: 188
Questionnaires: 96

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean

Instructor
Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JUN 26,
IRBR3029

Job

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

157
2007

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 11 0.00-0.99 1 A 12
28-55 11 1.00-1.99 0 B 32
56-83 9 2.00-2.99 12 c 29
84-150 10 3.00-3.49 16 D 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 18 F 0

P 0
1 0
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Required for Majors
General
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Other
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Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0101

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 22

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007
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JUN 26, 2007

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.77
4.26 4.29 4.45
4.30 4.36 4.68
4.22 4.20 4.50
4.06 4.00 4.26
4.08 3.97 4.36
4.18 4.20 4.09
4.65 4.63 4.77
4.11 4.11 4.25
4.45 4.42 4.76
4.71 4.78 4.81
4.29 4.29 4.29
4.29 4.31 4.43
3.93 4.02 4.25
4.10 4.08 4.11
4.34 4.33 3.89
4.31 4.33 4.00
4.02 4.00 4.33
4.36 4.62 4.74
4.35 4.56 4.68
4.51 4.57 4.89
4.42 4.72 4.53
4.23 4.37 4.16
4.58 4.58 F***
4.52 5.00 ****
4.49 5.00 F***
4.45 5.00 FF**
4.11 4.00 ****
4.41 4.83 F*F**
4.30 4.58 F***
4.40 4.75 FFF*
4.31 4.75 FFF*
4.30 4.17 F*F*F*
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Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0101

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 22

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 4
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 7
Under-grad 22 Non-major 15

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0201

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W

Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page

159

JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.50 605/1522 4.61
4.17 965/1522 4.34
4.47 566/1285 4.42
4.06 982/1476 4.20
3.69 106571412 4.07
3.82 1000/1381 4.08
3.22 1401/1500 3.75
4.72 855/1517 4.77
4.47 421/1497 4.19
4.67 604/1440 4.52
5.00 1/1448 4.69
4.22 906/1436 4.06
4.61 514/1432 4.32
4.50 279/1221 4.32
4.11 677/1280 4.15
3.89 1020/1277 4.15
4.22 798/1269 4.17
4.60 166/ 854 4.15
4.50 89/ 215 4.56
4.29 148/ 228 4.48
4.86 46/ 217 4.68
4.64 95/ 216 4.45
4.29 104/ 205 4.02

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0301

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 160
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

AOOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNe]

RPNR R

OOONNRFROOO
[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]
OFRPNFEPNRFRPRFLPROO
NONNONRRPE
ORPO~AWOONW
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RPOOOR
NNON A
AU wWhpE
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ONPF W

oocooo
oocoor
RPRROO
RrRORO
NADON

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NNNN

N = T T1O O
[eNeoNoNoNoNaNoNoel

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.69 414/1522 4.61 4.29 4.30 4.34 4.69
4.44 654/1522 4.34 4.11 4.26 4.29 4.44
4.31 722/1285 4.42 4.01 4.30 4.36 4.31
4.20 86071476 4.20 4.02 4.22 4.20 4.20
4.36 475/1412 4.07 4.06 4.06 4.00 4.36
4.21 643/1381 4.08 3.83 4.08 3.97 4.21
3.88 1105/1500 3.75 4.09 4.18 4.20 3.88
4.75 802/1517 4.77 4.73 4.65 4.63 4.75
4.17 756/1497 4.19 3.96 4.11 4.11 4.17
4.25 1047/1440 4.52 4.44 4.45 4.42 4.25
4.50 115771448 4.69 4.64 4.71 4.78 4.50
3.94 1127/1436 4.06 4.18 4.29 4.29 3.94
4.19 935/1432 4.32 4.18 4.29 4.31 4.19
4.08 582/1221 4.32 4.08 3.93 4.02 4.08
4.40 477/1280 4.15 4.09 4.10 4.08 4.40
4.00 93071277 4.15 4.35 4.34 4.33 4.00
4.00 875/1269 4.17 4.35 4.31 4.33 4.00
4.33 ****/ 854 4.15 3.94 4.02 4.00 ****
4._47 98/ 215 4.56 4.37 4.36 4.62 4.47
4.47 95/ 228 4.48 4.47 4.35 4.56 4.47
4.53 116/ 217 4.68 4.48 4.51 4.57 4.53
4.36 144/ 216 4.45 4.41 4.42 4.72 4.36
4.20 118/ 205 4.02 4.30 4.23 4.37 4.20

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 16 Non-major 12

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0401

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W

Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 15

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students

[ NeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]

NADD coooo

WWwwww

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

RPOOOO [eNeoNoNoNe] [eNoNoNoNe] wWwoOoo NOOOO

PP OOO

Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 oO
0 0 2
0 1 0
1 0 2
0 1 4
0 2 2
2 3 2
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 5
0 0 2
0O 0 1
0 0 1
0O 0 2
1 0 2
1 1 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0 0 1
2 2 0
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 1 0
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 1 o0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

OFRPWOWNWOO A

[eNeoNol Neo) (el NeoNoNe] Whwops oOwwo OhhWNO

Or OO0

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

[
NNWW®W g1~ 0o aao b DO~NNO© ~ArhOIO~NOOO®©ER

RPNNN®

NEFEWNW

Mean

AWM DN

ADhDADDN

WHAADDIN AbhOoow WhADdN WA AD

ab~hoah~o

Instructor

Rank

350/1522
702/1522
57871285
860/1476
722/1412
66371381
1357/1500
341/1517
60271497

68271440
897/1448
98071436
68271432
37371221

57271280
72171277
875/1269
538/ 854

63/ 215
83/ 228
106/ 217
121/ 216
181/ 205

Fkkk [ 77
Fhxk [ 65

25/ 47
Fkkk [ 39
Fhxk [ 35

Fkkk [ 22

Course
Mean
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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.73
4.26 4.29 4.40
4.30 4.36 4.47
4.22 4.20 4.20
4.06 4.00 4.07
4.08 3.97 4.20
4.18 4.20 3.40
4.65 4.63 4.93
4.11 4.11 4.30
4.45 4.42 4.60
4.71 4.78 4.73
4.29 4.29 4.13
4.29 4.31 4.47
3.93 4.02 4.38
4.10 4.08 4.27
4.34 4.33 4.36
4.31 4.33 4.00
4.02 4.00 3.88
4.36 4.62 4.67
4.35 4.56 4.50
4.51 4.57 4.58
4.42 4.72 4.50
4.23 4.37 3.58
4.58 4.58 F***
4.52 5.00 ****
4.49 5.00 F***
4.45 5.00 FF**
4.11 4.00 ****
4.41 4.83 4.50
4.30 4.58 F***
4.40 4.75 FFF*
4.31 4.75 FFF*
4.30 4.17 F*F*F*
4 _ 63 E = o E = =
4 B 41 E = = E = = 3
4 . 69 KhkAx HhkAhk
4 . 54 E = k. = =
4 _ 49 E = o E = =



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0401

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 15

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 161
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6

=T TOO

OO0OO0OO0OFrRPRWOW

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Graduate 0
Under-grad 15 Non-major 15

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0501

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W

Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 17

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

[l A WNPE

OrWNPE arhwWN

N -

arNPEP

. Di
Di

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material

Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance

Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
d field experience contribute to what you learned
d you clearly understand your evaluation criteria

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
1 2 3
o 0 3
0 1 1
0 0 3
1 1 3
0 1 4
1 2 3
0 1 2
0O 0 oO
1 1 1
0O 0 2
0O 0 1
o 2 3
0 1 4
0O 0 2
0 0 3
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0 1 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0 1 1
2 0 O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
1 0 0
0O 1 o0
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
1 0 O
1 0 O

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

79171522
894/1522
825/1285
982/1476
760/1412
1000/1381
860/1500
952/1517
1126/1497

984/1440
122471448
122471436
110871432

387/1221

83971280
50871277
49371269
569/ 854

102/ 215

101/ 228
112/ 217
158/ 216
167/ 205

Fkkk [ 79
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.35
4.26 4.29 4.24
4.30 4.36 4.18
4.22 4.20 4.06
4.06 4.00 4.00
4.08 3.97 3.82
4.18 4.20 4.18
4.65 4.63 4.65
4.11 4.11 3.79
4.45 4.42 4.33
4.71 4.78 4.43
4.29 4.29 3.71
4.29 4.31 3.93
3.93 4.02 4.36
4.10 4.08 3.88
4.34 4.33 4.63
4.31 4.33 4.63
4.02 4.00 3.80
4.36 4.62 4.44
4.35 4.56 4.44
4.51 4.57 4.56
4.42 4.72 4.22
4.23 4.37 3.89
4.58 4.58 FF**
4.52 5.00 F***
4.49 5.00 F***
4.45 5.00 F***
4.11 4.00 ****
4.41 4.83 F*F*F*
4.30 4.58 F***
4 . 63 E = = *hkAhk
4 . 41 E = ke = =
4 _ 54 E = o E = =
4 B 49 E = = E = = 3



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0501 University of Maryland Page 162

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 17 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 4
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 4 C 3 General 1 Under-grad 17 Non-major 13
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 1 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 11
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 301 0101

Title ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION
Instructor: LEIPS, JEFF (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 267

Questionnaires: 138

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O 0 1 16
0 0 4 16
0 2 6 20
56 0 3 11
7 11 13 30
60 2 3 16
0 2 5 24
0O 0O o0 O
3 0 1 15
0O 0O 0 5
0O 0O o0 3
0O 0 3 11
0 0 3 10
2 2 2 6
0 3 3 8
o 1 1 8
0O 1 1 &6
15 0 1 11

Reasons

WhDAWADAMDIDN

ADdADDN

WA D

Required for Majors

General
Electives

Other

86

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.42 720/1522 4.42
4.20 935/1522 4.20
4.11 88271285 4.11
4.19 86071476 4.19
3.55 1138/1412 3.55
3.97 85871381 3.97
4.17 871/1500 4.17
4.95 244/1517 4.95
4.05 865/1497 3.94
4.75 452/1440 4.65
4.84 656/1448 4.84
4.43 684/1436 4.34
4.58 548/1432 4.50
4.53 26571221 4.30
4.04 707/1280 4.04
4.41 682/1277 4.41
4.40 671/1269 4.40
3 B 97 **-k*/ 854 E = =

Type
Graduate

Under-grad 138

#### - Means there are not enough
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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.42
4.26 4.25 4.20
4.30 4.30 4.11
4.22 4.26 4.19
4.06 4.03 3.55
4.08 4.13 3.97
4.18 4.13 4.17
4.65 4.62 4.95
4.11 4.13 3.94
4.45 4.46 4.65
4.71 4.71 4.84
4.29 4.30 4.34
4.29 4.29 4.50
3.93 3.94 4.30
4.10 4.14 4.04
4.34 4.38 4.41
4.31 4.39 4.40
4.02 4.00 ****

Majors
Major 70
Non-major 68

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 301 0101

Title ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION
Instructor: OMLAND, KEVIN E (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 267

Questionnaires: 138

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

O WNPE

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

A WNPE

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O 0 1 16
0 0 4 16
0 2 6 20
56 0 3 11
7 11 13 30
60 2 3 16
0 2 5 24
0O 0O o0 O
1 2 4 17
0O 0O 0 9
o 0O o0 2
0 1 4 14
0 1 3 10
6 4 4 11
0 3 3 8
o 1 1 8
0O 1 1 &6
15 0 1 11

Reasons

WhDAWADAMDIDN

ADdADDN

WA D

00-27 17 0.00-0 1
28-55 14 1.00-1. 0
56-83 20 2.00-2.99 8
84-150 22 3.00-3 7
Grad. 0 3.50-4 1

N = TTOO >

Required for Majors

General
Electives

Other

86

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.42 720/1522 4.42
4.20 935/1522 4.20
4.11 88271285 4.11
4.19 86071476 4.19
3.55 1138/1412 3.55
3.97 85871381 3.97
4.17 871/1500 4.17
4.95 244/1517 4.95
3.83 1097/1497 3.94
4.55 751/1440 4.65
4.84 683/1448 4.84
4.24 886/1436 4.34
4.43 732/1432 4.50
4.08 58271221 4.30
4.04 707/1280 4.04
4.41 682/1277 4.41
4.40 671/1269 4.40
3 B 97 **-k*/ 854 E = =

Type
Graduate

Under-grad 138

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.42
4.26 4.25 4.20
4.30 4.30 4.11
4.22 4.26 4.19
4.06 4.03 3.55
4.08 4.13 3.97
4.18 4.13 4.17
4.65 4.62 4.95
4.11 4.13 3.94
4.45 4.46 4.65
4.71 4.71 4.84
4.29 4.30 4.34
4.29 4.29 4.50
3.93 3.94 4.30
4.10 4.14 4.04
4.34 4.38 4.41
4.31 4.39 4.40
4.02 4.00 ****

Majors
Major 70
Non-major 68

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 302 0101

Title MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI
Instructor: LINDAHL, LASSE (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 275

Questionnaires: 138

Questions

Frequencies

NA 1

2

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

3

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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JUN 26, 2007

Job

UMBC Level

Mean

Mean

IRBR3029

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

O WNPE

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

A WNPE

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

GO WNE

Field Work
eld experience contribute to what you learned

. Did fi
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria

N -

Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful

Frequency Distribution

104
104
104
104

133
134
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135
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137
136

137
136
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Reasons
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WhDAWADAMDIDN

ADdADDN

WA D

ADdADDSN

.25
.00

.67
.67

Wwwww
-
©

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 2 A 26
28-55 20 1.00-1.99 0 B 44
56-83 25 2.00-2.99 13 C 24
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 20 D 1
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 18 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 3

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

94

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.32 145471522 3.32
3.20 1458/1522 3.20
3.30 121671285 3.30
2.94 1427/1476 2.94
3.56 1138/1412 3.56
3_12 ****/1381 E = =
4.10 940/1500 4.10
4.36 1201/1517 4.36
3.09 1410/1497 3.15
4.09 115571440 3.78
4.06 1346/1448 3.95
3.26 1349/1436 3.18
3.26 133371432 3.23
3.43 938/1221 3.25
2_85 ****/1280 E = =
3 . 57 ****/ 854 E = =
1_75 ****/ 228 E = =
3 . 50 ****/ 217 E = =
5 - 00 ****/ 216 E = =
2 . 00 ****/ 47 E = =
l . 00 ****/ 37 E =

Type
Graduate

Under-grad 137

#### - Means there are not enough

4.30 4.34
4.26 4.25
4.30 4.30
4.22 4.26
4.06 4.03
4.08 4.13
4.18 4.13
4.65 4.62
4.11 4.13
4.45 4.46
4.71 4.71
4.29 4.30
4.29 4.29
3.93 3.94
4.10 4.14
4.34 4.38
4.31 4.39
4.02 4.00
4.36 4.21
4.35 4.29
4.51 4.45
4.42 4.35
4.23 4.26
4.41 4.56
4.30 4.39
4.63 5.00
4 . 54 *hhk
Majors
Major

Non-major

responses to be significant

100



Course-Section: BIOL 302 0101

Title MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI
Instructor: BRADLEY, BRIAN (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 275

Questionnaires: 138

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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Job

UMBC Level

Mean

Mean

IRBR3029

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

O WNPE

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

A WNPE

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

GO WNE

Field Work
eld experience contribute to what you learned

. Did fi
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria

N -

Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful

Frequency Distribution

104
104
104
104

133
134
134
135
136

137
136

137
136

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0 11 15 41
0 13 15 49
0 9 21 40
78 6 11 16
3 11 12 33
91 5 4 14
1 2 7 26
2 1 1 2
1 10 8 40
0 9 10 35
0 5 10 22
0 12 23 30
0 20 7 32
25 12 13 27
0 10 4 8
0 4 3 6
0 5 2 6
20 2 1 3
2 1 0 0
0 3 0 0
2 0 1 0
2 0 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 1 0 0
Reasons

OO0OORER W~ T,

[oNe]

RPRROPR

w b

WhDAWADAMDIDN

ADdADDN

WA D

ADdADDSN

.25
.00

.67
.67

Wwwww
-
©

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 2 A 26
28-55 20 1.00-1.99 0 B 44
56-83 25 2.00-2.99 13 C 24
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 20 D 1
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 18 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 3

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

94

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.32 145471522 3.32
3.20 1458/1522 3.20
3.30 121671285 3.30
2.94 1427/1476 2.94
3.56 1138/1412 3.56
3_12 ****/1381 E = =
4.10 940/1500 4.10
4.36 1201/1517 4.36
3.21 1382/1497 3.15
3.47 136571440 3.78
3.83 139471448 3.95
3.09 137371436 3.18
3.20 1344/1432 3.23
3.07 105671221 3.25
2_85 ****/1280 E = =
3 . 57 ****/ 854 E = =
1_75 ****/ 228 E = =
3 . 50 ****/ 217 E = =
5 - 00 ****/ 216 E = =
2 . 00 ****/ 47 E = =
l . 00 ****/ 37 E =

Type
Graduate

Under-grad 137

#### - Means there are not enough

4.30 4.34
4.26 4.25
4.30 4.30
4.22 4.26
4.06 4.03
4.08 4.13
4.18 4.13
4.65 4.62
4.11 4.13
4.45 4.46
4.71 4.71
4.29 4.30
4.29 4.29
3.93 3.94
4.10 4.14
4.34 4.38
4.31 4.39
4.02 4.00
4.36 4.21
4.35 4.29
4.51 4.45
4.42 4.35
4.23 4.26
4.41 4.56
4.30 4.39
4.63 5.00
4 . 54 *hhk
Majors
Major

Non-major

responses to be significant

100



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0201

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

CARUSO, STEVEN

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 16

O oo~ GOrWOWNE

OrWNE

A WNPE

O WNPE OrWNPE GOrWOWNBE

GOrWNPE

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned

Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor"s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students

[eNeoNoNoNo]

ROOO

RPRRRPE

NWNNDN

[eNoNoNoNe] RPOOOO [eNeoNoNoNo] MhOOO woooo RPOOR AP OOO

[eNeoNoNoNo]

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

1 0 2 11
o o 1 7
o 0 2 4
o o0 2 8
2 2 1 5
1 2 4 7
o o 2 7
o o0 o0 1
0O 0 1 10
o o0 o 2
0O O o0 4
o o 2 7
1 0 1 8
0O 0 3 5
1 1 0 3
o o 3 2
o 1 3 2
o o0 1 1
o o0 2 9
o o 3 7
0O O O &6
o 0O o0 3
0 0O o0 8
0o 0 o0 1
0o o0 o0 1
0O o0 0 1
0o 0 o0 1
0o 0 o0 1
0o 0 o0 1
0o 0 o0 1
0o o0 o0 1
0O 0 0 1
0o 0 o0 1
0O o0 0 1
0o 0 o0 1
o o0 o0 1
o o0 o0 1
o o0 o0 1

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean

.81
.44
.50
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Rank
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1227/1381
720/1500
341/1517
782/1497

256/1440
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100971432
57871221
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1194/1269
wxkx/ 854

160/ 215
173/ 228
108/ 217
66/ 216
82/ 205
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Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0201 University of Maryland Page 167

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 16 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 7
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 16 Non-major 9
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 12
? 2



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0202

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

CARUSO, STEVEN

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 17

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE WN P GO WNE A WNPE

abrhwWNBE

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
. Was the instructor available for individual attention

Did research projects contribute to what you learned

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students

WOOOO0OO0OOoOrOo

RPRRRE

© © O O

POORPRWOOOO

oooo [eNoNe] [eNoNoNoNe] agooo Wwoooo

[eNeoNoNoNo]

Frequencies
1 2 3
1 0 1
1 0 1
0 1 3
1 1 1
2 1 5
0 1 2
1 1 1
0O 0 oO
0O 1 o0
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 1 1
1 1 2
1 0 O
0 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
1 0 1
0O 1 o
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0O 1 o
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0 1 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

ORrA~AONNOTOTO

[cNeoNoNe] [eNoNe] RPNWhO ONEN NP WN R

[eNeoNoNeh

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean
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NwOo g anNn O
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.69
.63
.25
.25
.15

.43
.57
.43
.00

11
.50
.63
.75
.63

Instructor

Rank

79171522
811/1522
825/1285
982/1476
124871412
80671381
799/1500
292/1517
76971497

578/1440
104871448
876/1436
88471432
53271221

459/1280
547/1277
654/1269

*rxx/ 854

155/ 215
83/ 228
98/ 217
69/ 216
56/ 205
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JUN 26, 2007

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.35
4.26 4.25 4.31
4.30 4.30 4.18
4.22 4.26 4.06
4.06 4.03 3.36
4.08 4.13 4.00
4.18 4.13 4.24
4.65 4.62 4.94
4.11 4.13 4.15
4.45 4.46 4.69
4.71 4.71 4.63
4.29 4.30 4.25
4.29 4.29 4.25
3.93 3.94 4.15
4.10 4.14 4.43
4.34 4.38 4.57
4.31 4.39 4.43
4.02 4.00 F***
4.36 4.21 4.11
4.35 4.29 4.50
4.51 4.45 4.63
4.42 4.35 4.75
4.23 4.26 4.63
4.58 4.53 F***
4.52 4.30 F*FF*
4.49 4.33 FFx*
4.41 4.56 FF**
4.30 4.39 FH*x*
4.40 4.68 FF**
4.31 4.26 F*F**
4.63 5.00 F***
4 . 41 E = = *hkAhk
4.69 4.75 FrE**
4 _ 54 E = o E = =
4 B 49 E = = E = = 3



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0202

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 17

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 168
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 8 3.00-3.49 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 12

=T TOO

RPOOOORrRr MO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Graduate 0
Under-grad 17 Non-major 12

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0301

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

CARUSO, STEVEN (lInstr. A)

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

AOrADMDMAMIAMDID

AR ADBAD

aoaao

20

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O 0O O 2 8
0 0 0 1 7
0 0 1 0 9
1 0 2 0 6
1 1 1 3 6
0 1 1 4 7
0 0 0 2 5
O 0O O o0 1
O 0O O 1 8
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O O o0 2
o 0O o 2 4
0 0 0 2 4
5 0 0 2 3
0 0 0 0 2
o 0O O 1 3
o 0O O 1 1
4 0 0 1 1
0O 0O O 0 5
o 0O o0 1 2
0 1 0 1 1
0 0 0 1 2
o 0 o0 2 1

0 0 0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

2
NoOONUIO~NON

oh~hND

WhDAWADAMDIDN

ADdADDN

WA D

ADdADDSN

W= TTOO >
[cNoNoNoNal o Noe]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.29 85971522 4.12
4.47 592/1522 4.46
4.29 738/1285 4.36
4.25 792/1476 4.06
3.81 964/1412 3.66
3.71 1076/1381 3.86
4.47 527/1500 4.33
4.94 292/1517 4.89
4.38 534/1497 4.22
4.82 320/1440 4.64
4.88 548/1448 4.65
4.53 576/1436 4.40
4.53 611/1432 4.31
4.42 351/1221 4.30
4.67 286/1280 4.07
4.17 867/1277 4.24
4.50 586/1269 4.16
3.50 ****/ 854 3.10
4.69 59/ 215 4.41
4.75 45/ 228 4.50
4.56 110/ 217 4.59
4.75 69/ 216 4.55
4.69 41/ 205 4.51
5 . 00 ***-k/ 79 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

21
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JUN 26, 2007

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.29
4.26 4.25 4.47
4.30 4.30 4.29
4.22 4.26 4.25
4.06 4.03 3.81
4.08 4.13 3.71
4.18 4.13 4.47
4.65 4.62 4.94
4.11 4.13 4.40
4.45 4.46 4.64
4.71 4.71 4.83
4.29 4.30 4.53
4.29 4.29 4.53
3.93 3.94 4.35
4.10 4.14 4.67
4.34 4.38 4.17
4.31 4.39 4.50
4.02 4.00 ****x
4.36 4.21 4.69
4.35 4.29 4.75
4.51 4.45 4.56
4.42 4.35 4.75
4.23 4.26 4.69
4.58 4.53 ****

Majors
Major 10
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0301

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O oo~ GOrWOWNE

OrWNE

A WNPE

GOrWOWNBE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned

Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor"s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

aaooaa

20

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O 0O O 2 8
0 0 0 1 7
0 0 1 0 9
1 0 2 0 6
1 1 1 3 6
0 1 1 4 7
0O 0O O 2 5
O 0O O o0 1
o 0O o 2 4
o 0O o 2 3
o 0O O 1 1
0 0 0 0 6
o 0 o0 2 2
4 1 0 0 1
O 0O O o0 2
o 0O O 1 3
o 0O O 1 1
4 0 0 1 1
0O 0O O 0 5
o 0O o0 1 2
0 1 0 1 1
o 0 O 1 2
o 0O o 2 1

0o 0O O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

2P
WOON CTO~N©N

QQO~NPF

OhNA
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A DAN
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[eNoNoNoNaN e )Noel

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.29 85971522 4.12
4.47 592/1522 4.46
4.29 738/1285 4.36
4.25 792/1476 4.06
3.81 964/1412 3.66
3.71 1076/1381 3.86
4.47 527/1500 4.33
4.94 292/1517 4.89
4.43 481/1497 4.22
4.46 851/1440 4.64
4.77 840/1448 4.65
4.54 564/1436 4.40
4.54 600/1432 4.31
4.29 442/1221 4.30
4.67 286/1280 4.07
4.17 867/1277 4.24
4.50 586/1269 4.16
3.50 ****/ 854 3.10
4.69 59/ 215 4.41
4.75 45/ 228 4.50
4.56 110/ 217 4.59
4.75 69/ 216 4.55
4.69 41/ 205 4.51

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

21
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JUN 26, 2007

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.29
4.26 4.25 4.47
4.30 4.30 4.29
4.22 4.26 4.25
4.06 4.03 3.81
4.08 4.13 3.71
4.18 4.13 4.47
4.65 4.62 4.94
4.11 4.13 4.40
4.45 4.46 4.64
4.71 4.71 4.83
4.29 4.30 4.53
4.29 4.29 4.53
3.93 3.94 4.35
4.10 4.14 4.67
4.34 4.38 4.17
4.31 4.39 4.50
4.02 4.00 ****
4.36 4.21 4.69
4.35 4.29 4.75
4.51 4.45 4.56
4.42 4.35 4.75
4.23 4.26 4.69
4.58 4.53 ****

Majors
Major 10
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0302

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

171
2007
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

NOOOOOOOO
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Page

JUN 26,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.13 103371522 4.12 4.29 4.30 4.34
4.56 477/1522 4.46 4.11 4.26 4.25
4.38 674/1285 4.36 4.01 4.30 4.30
3.69 123371476 4.06 4.02 4.22 4.26
3.80 973/1412 3.66 4.06 4.06 4.03
3.94 898/1381 3.86 3.83 4.08 4.13
4.25 780/1500 4.33 4.09 4.18 4.13
4.88 555/1517 4.89 4.73 4.65 4.62
4.21 695/1497 4.22 3.96 4.11 4.13
4.50 79871440 4.64 4.44 4.45 4.46
4.75 859/1448 4.65 4.64 4.71 4.71
4.50 601/1436 4.40 4.18 4.29 4.30
4.19 0935/1432 4.31 4.18 4.29 4.29
4.36 39471221 4.30 4.08 3.93 3.94
3.75 907/1280 4.07 4.09 4.10 4.14
4.75 37571277 4.24 4.35 4.34 4.38
4.50 586/1269 4.16 4.35 4.31 4.39
4.50 ****/ 854 3.10 3.94 4.02 4.00
4.25 131/ 215 4.41 4.37 4.36 4.21
4.33 135/ 228 4.50 4.47 4.35 4.29
4.42 147/ 217 4.59 4.48 4.51 4.45
4.42 139/ 216 4.55 4.41 4.42 4.35
4._42 84/ 205 4.51 4.30 4.23 4.26
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 16 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0302

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

172
2007
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Page

JUN 26,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.13 103371522 4.12 4.29 4.30 4.34
4.56 477/1522 4.46 4.11 4.26 4.25
4.38 674/1285 4.36 4.01 4.30 4.30
3.69 123371476 4.06 4.02 4.22 4.26
3.80 973/1412 3.66 4.06 4.06 4.03
3.94 898/1381 3.86 3.83 4.08 4.13
4.25 780/1500 4.33 4.09 4.18 4.13
4.88 555/1517 4.89 4.73 4.65 4.62
4.30 60271497 4.22 3.96 4.11 4.13
4.10 1148/1440 4.64 4.44 4.45 4.46
4.20 1319/1448 4.65 4.64 4.71 4.71
4.10 100371436 4.40 4.18 4.29 4.30
3.80 1170/1432 4.31 4.18 4.29 4.29
3.80 75971221 4.30 4.08 3.93 3.94
3.75 907/1280 4.07 4.09 4.10 4.14
4.75 37571277 4.24 4.35 4.34 4.38
4.50 586/1269 4.16 4.35 4.31 4.39
4.50 ****/ 854 3.10 3.94 4.02 4.00
4.25 131/ 215 4.41 4.37 4.36 4.21
4.33 135/ 228 4.50 4.47 4.35 4.29
4.42 147/ 217 4.59 4.48 4.51 4.45
4.42 139/ 216 4.55 4.41 4.42 4.35
4._42 84/ 205 4.51 4.30 4.23 4.26
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 16 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0401

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Page

JUN 26,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.16 1001/1522 4.12 4.29 4.30 4.34
4.37 750/1522 4.46 4.11 4.26 4.25
4.53 50971285 4.36 4.01 4.30 4.30
4.16 90371476 4.06 4.02 4.22 4.26
4.06 728/1412 3.66 4.06 4.06 4.03
4.21 64371381 3.86 3.83 4.08 4.13
4.37 670/1500 4.33 4.09 4.18 4.13
4.84 623/1517 4.89 4.73 4.65 4.62
3.88 1057/1497 4.22 3.96 4.11 4.13
4.79 392/1440 4.64 4.44 4.45 4.46
4.63 103671448 4.65 4.64 4.71 4.71
4.47 636/1436 4.40 4.18 4.29 4.30
4.32 838/1432 4.31 4.18 4.29 4.29
4.39 37371221 4.30 4.08 3.93 3.94
4.83 170/1280 4.07 4.09 4.10 4.14
4.33 74371277 4.24 4.35 4.34 4.38
4.50 586/1269 4.16 4.35 4.31 4.39
3.20 747/ 854 3.10 3.94 4.02 4.00
4.25 131/ 215 4.41 4.37 4.36 4.21
4.58 71/ 228 4.50 4.47 4.35 4.29
4.83 51/ 217 4.59 4.48 4.51 4.45
4.75 69/ 216 4.55 4.41 4.42 4.35
4._42 84/ 205 4.51 4.30 4.23 4.26
5.00 ****x/ 79 **** 2 00 4.58 4.53
5.00 ****x/ 77 **** 150 4.52 4.30
5.00 ****/ @65 **** 1.00 4.49 4.33
5.00 ****/ 78 **** 1. 00 4.45 4.34
5.00 ****/ 80 **** 1.00 4.11 3.33
5.00 ****/ 37 **** 4,67 4.63 5.00
5_00 ****/ 23 EE 3_00 4 41 EE
5.00 ****/ 33 **** 5 00 4.69 4.75
5 B OO ****/ 18 EE 4 B 67 4 49 EE
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 20 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
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Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0402

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 814/1522 4.12 4.29 4.30 4.34 4.33
4.50 545/1522 4.46 4.11 4.26 4.25 4.50
4.28 752/1285 4.36 4.01 4.30 4.30 4.28
4.12 945/1476 4.06 4.02 4.22 4.26 4.12
3.67 1077/1412 3.66 4.06 4.06 4.03 3.67
4.11 74371381 3.86 3.83 4.08 4.13 4.11
4.61 374/1500 4.33 4.09 4.18 4.13 4.61
4.94 292/1517 4.89 4.73 4.65 4.62 4.94
4.71 232/1497 4.22 3.96 4.11 4.13 4.71
4.67 60471440 4.64 4.44 4.45 4.46 4.67
4.61 1060/1448 4.65 4.64 4.71 4.71 4.61
4.39 741/1436 4.40 4.18 4.29 4.30 4.39
4.44 707/1432 4.31 4.18 4.29 4.29 4.44
4.40 35971221 4.30 4.08 3.93 3.94 4.40
4.25 ****/1280 4.07 4.09 4.10 4.14 ****
475 ****[1277 4.24 4.35 4.34 4.38 FrFx
4.75 ****/1269 4.16 4.35 4.31 4.39 ****
5.00 ****/ 854 3.10 3.94 4.02 4.00 ****
4.63 70/ 215 4.41 4.37 4.36 4.21 4.63
4.75 45/ 228 4.50 4.47 4.35 4.29 4.75
4.73 76/ 217 4.59 4.48 4.51 4.45 4.73
4.81 56/ 216 4.55 4.41 4.42 4.35 4.81
4.88 23/ 205 4.51 4.30 4.23 4.26 4.88

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 18 Non-major 6

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0501

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

CARUSO, STEVEN

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 13
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Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor"s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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337/1285
81571476

114371412
80671381
61571500
623/1517

820/1497

452/1440
108971448
502/1436
350/1432
12471221

1161/1280
113671277
119471269
779/ 854

47/ 215
101/ 228
65/ 217
1837/ 216
137/ 205

Fkkk [ 79
Fhxk [ 77

Fkkk [ 39
Fhxk [ 35

Fkkk [ 22

Course
Mean

A ADhWWADADAD
[e)]
[¢]

ADDADMAN
IN
O

whhhD
N
N

A DADN
[¢)]
©

AW
o
N

w
(o]
o]

AR BAADN
[E
[e¢]

wWhhh
w
al

ADDAMDMD
IN
IS

R R RN
5
o

Page 175

JUN 26, 2007

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.08
4.26 4.25 4.69
4.30 4.30 4.69
4.22 4.26 4.23
4.06 4.03 3.55
4.08 4.13 4.00
4.18 4.13 4.42
4.65 4.62 4.85
4.11 4.13 4.11
4.45 4.46 4.75
4.71 4.71 4.58
4.29 4.30 4.58
4.29 4.29 4.75
3.93 3.94 4.75
4.10 4.14 3.17
4.34 4.38 3.50
4.31 4.39 3.17
4.02 4.00 3.00
4.36 4.21 4.78
4.35 4.29 4.44
4.51 4.45 4.78
4.42 4.35 3.88
4.23 4.26 4.11
4.58 4.53 ****
4.52 4.30 FFx*
4.45 4.34 FFx*
4.11 3.33 F***
4.41 4.56 FF**
4.30 4.39 Fr*x*
4.40 4.68 F*F**
4.31 4.26 F*F**
4.30 4.12 F**F*
4.63 5.00 F***
4 B 41 E = = E = = 3
4.69 4.75 FrFF*
4 . 54 E = k. = =
4 _ 49 E = o E = =



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0501

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 13

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 175
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3
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NOOOORNW

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 13 Non-major 7

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0502

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

CARUSO, STEVEN

Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
JUN 26,

176
2007

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.60 1365/1522 4.12
4.20 935/1522 4.46
4.07 90471285 4.36
3.93 109171476 4.06
3.47 1189/1412 3.66
3.67 1097/1381 3.86
3.93 105871500 4.33
4.73 837/1517 4.89
3.85 108171497 4.22
4.73 492/1440 4.64
4.73 897/1448 4.65
4.40 720/1436 4.40
4.20 92871432 4.31
4.33 40871221 4.30
2.33 ****/1280 4.07
2.67 **** /1277 4.24
2.67 ****/1269 4.16
1.00 ****/ 854 3.10
4.42 109/ 215 4.41
4.50 83/ 228 4.50
4.42 147/ 217 4.59
4.25 154/ 216 4.55
4.42 84/ 205 4.51
5 . 00 ****/ 79 E = =
5 B OO *-k**/ 78 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

15

Non-major

responses to be significant

4



Course-Section: BIOL 303 0101
Title CELL BIOLOGY

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Instructor
Mean

.33
.75
.08

Rank

136871522
1488/1522
125971285
FrEX)1476
131071412
*AAX/1381
1428/1500

98/1517
147571497

134971440
1389/1448
140371436
136271432
106471221

ok /1280
xxk 1277
*xx% /1269

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 3.60
4.26 4.25 2.95
4.30 4.30 2.93
4.22 4.26 F***
4.06 4.03 3.16
4.08 4.13 ****
4.18 4.13 3.02
4.65 4.62 4.99
4.11 4.13 2.77
4.45 4.46 3.88
4.71 4.71 3.91
4.29 4.30 3.11
4.29 4.29 3.23
3.93 3.94 3.37
4.10 4.14 ****
4.34 4.38 F***
4.31 4.39 F***

Majors
Major 47
Non-major 52

responses to be significant

Instructor: CRAIG, NESSLY C (Instr. A) Spring 2007
Enrollment: 227
Questionnaires: 99 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 7 0 6 10 26 23
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 8 0 14 21 27 14
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 7 1 15 23 21 17
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 7 80 5 0 2 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 8 3 12 18 20 20
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 8 81 4 1 2 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 9 1 24 10 16 18
8. How many times was class cancelled 7 2 0 0 0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 15 0 22 15 28 17
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 8 0O 10 10 16 28
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 8 0 7 7 15 24
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 8 0 23 13 25 19
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 9 1 15 21 19 15
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 10 9 18 11 20 15
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 87 5 1 4 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 87 0 4 1 3 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 87 0 3 1 3 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 28 Required for Majors
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 27
56-83 32 2.00-2.99 7 c 20 General
84-150 15 3.00-3.49 15 D 3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 28 F 0 Electives
P 1
1 0 Other
? 6
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136871522
1488/1522
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Title CELL BIOLOGY Baltimore County
Instructor: (Instr. B) Spring 2007
Enrollment: 227
Questionnaires: 99 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 7 0 6 10 26 23 27
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 8 0 14 21 27 14 15
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 7 1 15 23 21 17 15
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 7 80 5 0 2 2 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 8 3 12 18 20 20 18
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 8 81 4 1 2 2 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 9 1 24 10 16 18 21
8. How many times was class cancelled 7 2 0 0 0 1 89
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 16 0O 14 9 28 28 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 16 0 3 2 15 20 43
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 16 0 3 6 18 21 35
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 16 0 7 12 20 27 17
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 17 0 9 13 16 21 23
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 19 4 7 8 12 20 29
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 87 0 5 1 4 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 87 0 4 1 3 2 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 87 0 3 1 3 2 3
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 28 Required for Majors 0
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 27
56-83 32 2.00-2.99 7 c 20 General 1
84-150 15 3.00-3.49 15 D 3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 28 F 0 Electives 3
P 1
1 0 Other 74
? 6



Course-Section:

BIOL 304L 0101

Title PLANT BIOLOGY LAB
Instructor: MACKAY, BRYAN
Enrollment: 94
Questionnaires: 78

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

O WNPE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O O 7 26
0 0 0 4 20
0 2 3 10 26
1 0 2 7 23
3 0 1 12 14
2 0 0 12 25
1 0 2 6 14
0O 0O O 0 5
1 0 0 5 32
0O 0O O 0 &6
0O 0O O 1 5
0O 0O O 4 8
0 0 0 3 6
13 5 1 7 6
0 1 0 7 4
0O 0O O 4 6
0O 1 0 4 6
8 0 1 3 2
0O O O 1 13
o 0O O 3 4
o o o 2 7
1 1 0 1 7
0O 0 1 2 5
0 0 0 0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 o
0 0 0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

N~N O

RRRRO

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 22
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 32
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 8 C 7
84-150 38 3.00-3.49 14 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 13 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 3

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

59

Page 179

JUN 26, 2007

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.43 707/1522 4.43 4.29 4.30 4.34 4.43
4.59 454/1522 4.59 4.11 4.26 4.25 4.59
4.09 89371285 4.09 4.01 4.30 4.30 4.09
4.37 67171476 4.37 4.02 4.22 4.26 4.37
4.36 475/1412 4.36 4.06 4.06 4.03 4.36
4.25 61471381 4.25 3.83 4.08 4.13 4.25
4.52 463/1500 4.52 4.09 4.18 4.13 4.52
4.93 38971517 4.93 4.73 4.65 4.62 4.93
4.42 48171497 4.42 3.96 4.11 4.13 4.42
4.88 224/1440 4.88 4.44 4.45 4.46 4.88
4.86 602/1448 4.86 4.64 4.71 4.71 4.86
4.69 39471436 4.69 4.18 4.29 4.30 4.69
4.76 33871432 4.76 4.18 4.29 4.29 4.76
3.74 797/1221 3.74 4.08 3.93 3.94 3.74
3.84 ****/1280 **** 4.09 4.10 4.14 ****
4.26 FF*F}[1277 Fr** 4 .35 4.34 4.38 FRF*
4.00 ****/1269 **** 4.35 4.31 4.39 *Fx**
3.63 ****/ 854 **** 3,94 4.02 4.00 KR+
4_57 78/ 215 4.57 4.37 4.36 4.21 4.57
4.71 53/ 228 4.71 4.47 4.35 4.29 4.71
4.69 87/ 217 4.69 4.48 4.51 4.45 4.69
4.62 103/ 216 4.62 4.41 4.42 4.35 4.62
4.66 49/ 205 4.66 4.30 4.23 4.26 4.66
4.00 ****/ A7 Fx** A 25 4,41 4.56 FF**
5.00 ****/ 45 **** 3 00 4.30 4.39 ****
5_00 ****/ 35 EE EaE 4_31 4_26 *kkk
5 . 00 ****/ 34 EE EE 4 . 30 4 . 12 *kk*k

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 49
Under-grad 78 Non-major 29

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 305 0101

University of Maryland

P OoONW®W

58
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Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.97 1161/1522 3.97 4.29 4.30 4.34 3.97
3.25 1442/1522 3.25 4.11 4.26 4.25 3.25
3.39 120471285 3.39 4.01 4.30 4.30 3.39
4._.00 ****/1476 **** 4.02 4.22 4.26 F***
4.13 680/1412 4.13 4.06 4.06 4.03 4.13
4.09 ****/1381 **** 3.83 4.08 4.13 ****
4.10 940/1500 4.10 4.09 4.18 4.13 4.10
4.90 487/1517 4.90 4.73 4.65 4.62 4.90
3.20 1388/1497 3.20 3.96 4.11 4.13 3.20
4.30 1007/1440 4.30 4.44 4.45 4.46 4.30
4.35 1266/1448 4.35 4.64 4.71 4.71 4.35
3.41 131571436 3.41 4.18 4.29 4.30 3.41
3.33 1320/1432 3.33 4.18 4.29 4.29 3.33
3.98 62371221 3.98 4.08 3.93 3.94 3.98
3.00 ****/1280 **** 4.09 4.10 4.14 ****
3.86 ****/1277 **** 4. 35 4.34 4.38 F***
4.21 ****[1269 F*** 4,35 4.31 4.39 FrF*
2.50 ****/ 854 **** 3. 94 4.02 4.00 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 48
Under-grad 64 Non-major 16

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant

Title COMP. ANIMAL PHYSIOLOG Baltimore County
Instructor: HANSON, FRANK E Spring 2007
Enrollment: 201
Questionnaires: 64 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 1 6 8 27
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 5 12 19 16
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 0 4 14 12 18
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 49 1 0 4 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 6 7 22
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 51 1 0 2 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 0 5 11 19
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 0 0 0 1 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 2 6 9 16 18
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 2 10 18
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 7 27
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 5 9 16 18
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 10 9 12 14
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 0 1 3 16 18
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 49 0 3 2 5 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 50 0 0 2 5 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 50 0 0 0 3 5
4. Were special techniques successful 49 11 1 2 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 15 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 17
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 6 c 20 General
84-150 39 3.00-3.49 18 D 4
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 18 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 3



Course-Section: BIOL 305L 0101

Title COMP ANIMAL PHYSIO. LA

Instructor:

LAKE, REAGAN

Enrollment: 98

Questionnaires: 59

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

57

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O 1 1 5
0 0 1 7
0 1 4 5
0O 0O 1 =6
7 1 4 5
4 0 6 8
0 0 3 6
0O 0O o0 O
O 2 0 4
o 0 1 1
0O 0 o0 1
0O 0 o0 1
0 0 0 0
2 1 o0 7
0 0 1 1
o 0 1 1
0O 0 o0 1
3 0 0 1
o 1 o0 2
0O 0 o0 1
0O 0O o0 O
0 0 1 0
10 O 0 1
0 0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

oOr OO

SN NS, BN

o 0 0 ©

WhDAWADAMDIDN

ADdADDN

WA D

ADdADDSN

W= TTOO >

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

48

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.58 525/1522 4.58
4.61 419/1522 4.61
4.32 71471285 4.32
4.46 535/1476 4.46
4.23 585/1412 4.23
4.06 774/1381 4.06
4.34 700/1500 4.34
4.89 50971517 4.89
4.30 61271497 4.30
4.78 412/1440 4.78
4.90 521/1448 4.90
4.73 326/1436 4.73
4.81 280/1432 4.81
4.37 387/1221 4.37
4_55 ****/1280 E = =
4_71 ****/ 854 E = =
4.58 77/ 215 4.58
4.81 35/ 228 4.81
4.89 39/ 217 4.89
4.81 58/ 216 4.81
4.50 67/ 205 4.50
5 . 00 ***-k/ 80 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

59
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JUN 26, 2007

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.58
4.26 4.25 4.61
4.30 4.30 4.32
4.22 4.26 4.46
4.06 4.03 4.23
4.08 4.13 4.06
4.18 4.13 4.34
4.65 4.62 4.89
4.11 4.13 4.30
4.45 4.46 4.78
4.71 4.71 4.90
4.29 4.30 4.73
4.29 4.29 4.81
3.93 3.94 4.37
4.10 4.14 ****
4.34 4.38 F***
4.31 4.39 F***
4.02 4.00 ****x
4.36 4.21 4.58
4.35 4.29 4.81
4.51 4.45 4.89
4.42 4.35 4.81
4.23 4.26 4.50
4.11 3.33 F***

Majors
Major 50
Non-major 9

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 396 0101 University of Maryland Page 182

Title UGRAD TCHNG ASSISTANTS Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: SOKOLOVE, PHILL Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 6
Questionnaires: 6 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O 0O O O O 0 6 5.00 1/1522 5.00 4.29 4.30 4.34 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 1 4 4.50 545/1522 4.50 4.11 4.26 4.25 4.50
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 5.00 1/1517 5.00 4.73 4.65 4.62 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1497 5.00 3.96 4.11 4.13 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1440 5.00 4.44 4.45 4.46 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 4 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1448 5.00 4.64 4.71 4.71 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1436 5.00 4.18 4.29 4.30 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 0 0 1 0 1 4.00 1036/1432 4.00 4.18 4.29 4.29 4.00
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 27971221 4.50 4.08 3.93 3.94 4.50
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 2 Under-grad 6 Non-major 4
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 4 #### - Means there are not enough
P 5 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 414 0101

Title EUKARYOTICS GEN/MOL BI

Instructor:

FARABAUGH, PHIL

Enrollment: 39

Questionnaires: 29

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

N -

oo~NOUhW

OrWNE

A WNPE

O WNPE OrWNPE GOrWOWNBE

GOrWNPE

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor"s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students

[oNe]

ONNWNOPR

ROOOO

RPRPRPOO [cNoNeoNeN PRPPFPOPR RrOOO ROOOO OOOFRrNEFEO [oNe]

PR RPO

Frequencies
1 2 3
0 1 1
0 0 6
0 1 1
o 0 4
0O 3 5
0 2 6
0O 0 2
0O 0 oO
0 1 1
0 1 1
0O 0 oO
1 0 7
1 2 2
0 1 1
1 0 4
0 1 1
0O 0 2
0 1 2
0O 0 oO
1 0 O
0 0 0
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 1 o
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0 1 0
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
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RRRPRE oocoro roooOpR

OORrOPR

rODOWWAD
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NO~NOONON

68171522
996/1522

71471285
758/1476
86571412
95371381
660/1500

171517
756/1497

617/1440
78371448
105671436
838/1432
21971221

718/1280
517/1277
58671269
341/ 854

wxkf 217

Fkkk [ 79
Fhxk [ 77
Fkkk [ 80

Fkkk [ 45
Fhxk [ 39

Fkkk [ 33
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.42 4.45
4.34 4.14
4.42 4.32
4.31 4.29
4.11 3.92
4.21 3.88
4.25 4.37
4.71 5.00
4.21 4.17
4.52 4.66
4.75 4.79
4.32 4.00
4.34 4.31
4.04 4.59
4.28 4.00
4.50 4.61
4.49 4.50
4.31 4.24
4 B 47 E = = 3
4 B 32 E = = 3
4 . 55 E = =
4 . 20 k. = =
3 . 85 *kkXx
4 . 67 = = 3
4 . 60 *kkXx
4 B 65 E = = 3
4 . 58 E = = 3
4 . 14 k. = =
4 . 51 E = = 3
4 . 22 k. = =
4 . 03 *kkXx
4 B 13 E = = 3
4 . 11 *hkAhk
4 B 33 E = = 3
4 . OO HhkAhk
4 . 92 k. = =
4 _ 25 E = =
4 _ 25 E = =



Course-Section: BIOL 414 0101

Title EUKARYOTICS GEN/MOL BI
Instructor: FARABAUGH, PHIL
Enrollment: 39

Questionnaires: 29

Expec

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Page 183
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 4
Grad. 11 3.50-4.00 8

=T TOO

ted Grades Reasons
9 Required for Majors
10
3 General 11
0
0 Electives
0
0 Other 16
4

Graduate 11
Under-grad 18 Non-major 18

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 420 0101

Title ADV TOPICS:CELL BIOLOG
Instructor: MCGRAW, PATRICI
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

184
2007
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

AWNWNNRREPPRE

NNBR R

© 0 00 ™
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

JUN 26,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.50 140271522 3.50 4.29 4.30 4.42
3.58 1331/1522 3.58 4.11 4.26 4.34
3.33 1210/1285 3.33 4.01 4.30 4.42
3.82 116971476 3.82 4.02 4.22 4.31
3.64 1094/1412 3.64 4.06 4.06 4.11
3.60 1130/1381 3.60 3.83 4.08 4.21
3.55 128371500 3.55 4.09 4.18 4.25
2.30 1516/1517 2.30 4.73 4.65 4.71
2.78 145471497 2.78 3.96 4.11 4.21
3.33 138571440 3.33 4.44 4.45 4.52
4.25 1300/1448 4.25 4.64 4.71 4.75
3.33 133471436 3.33 4.18 4.29 4.32
3.73 120371432 3.73 4.18 4.29 4.34
3.80 75971221 3.80 4.08 3.93 4.04
3.60 98871280 3.60 4.09 4.10 4.28
3.80 1050/1277 3.80 4.35 4.34 4.50
3.60 1097/1269 3.60 4.35 4.31 4.49
3.33 ***k/ 854 ***x 3,094 4.02 4.31
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 13 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 428 0101

Title COMPUTER APPL MOLEC BI
Instructor: ONEILL, MICHAEL
Enrollment: 6

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

185
2007
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

O WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

JUN 26,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1122/1522 4.00 4.29 4.30 4.42
2.83 1496/1522 2.83 4.11 4.26 4.34
2.00 127971285 2.00 4.01 4.30 4.42
3.25 138071476 3.25 4.02 4.22 4.31
2.20 1398/1412 2.20 4.06 4.06 4.11
3.60 1130/1381 3.60 3.83 4.08 4.21
3.17 141171500 3.17 4.09 4.18 4.25
5.00 1/1517 5.00 4.73 4.65 4.71
3.17 1395/1497 3.17 3.96 4.11 4.21
2.33 143271440 2.33 4.44 4.45 4.52
3.83 139371448 3.83 4.64 4.71 4.75
2.67 141171436 2.67 4.18 4.29 4.32
3.33 1320/1432 3.33 4.18 4.29 4.34
3.00 106471221 3.00 4.08 3.93 4.04
3.20 1150/1280 3.20 4.09 4.10 4.28
3.40 117171277 3.40 4.35 4.34 4.50
3.00 1207/1269 3.00 4.35 4.31 4.49
2.50 832/ 854 2.50 3.94 4.02 4.31
5.00 ****/ 215 **** 4,37 4.36 4.47
2.00 ****/ 228 **** 4,47 4.35 4.32
4.00 ****/ 217 **** 4,48 4.51 4.55
5.00 ****/ 216 **** 4,41 4.42 4.20
4._.00 ****/ 205 **** 4.30 4.23 3.85
5.00 ****x/ 79 **** 2 00 4.58 4.67
5.00 ****x/ 77 **** 1 50 4.52 4.60
5.00 ****/ @65 **** 1.00 4.49 4.65
5.00 ****/ 78 **** 1. .00 4.45 4.58
5.00 ****x/ 80 **** 1.00 4.11 4.14
Type Majors

Graduate 1 Major

Under-grad 5 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 430 0101

Title BIOLOGICAL CHEMISTRY

Instructor:

GLUICK, THOMAS

Enrollment: 71

Questionnaires: 48

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
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JUN 26, 2007

Job

IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 430 0101 University of Maryland Page 186

Title BIOLOGICAL CHEMISTRY Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: GLUICK, THOMAS Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 71

Questionnaires: 48 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 10 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 32
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 26
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 4 General 5 Under-grad 48 Non-major 16
84-150 23 3.00-3.49 13 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 14 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 39
? 3



Course-Section: BIOL 434 0101
Title MICROBIAL MOLEC GENETI

Univer
Bal

sity of Maryland
timore County

Instructor

Mean

PO WOADMDIN
go~Nooh~GIUIO

o hr~ORLDBNNOG

Rank

443/1522
522/1522
509/1285
566/1476
28371412
93871381
232/1500

1/1517
34871497

256/1440
60271448
527/1436
316/1432
57271221

390/1280
47071277
763/1269

wrxx/ 854

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

PO WOWADMDILS
go~Nooh~GIUIO

O hr~rORLDNNO

4.50
4.67
4.28

EaE

15

WhPAPWADDIEDLN
ONOWMOOORN

ODOWOWONREO

Page
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JUN 26, 2007

Job
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Non-

ARMDADNDADD
NNNNEFWNWN

RPRUORRPRNRN

major

responses to be significant

IRBR3029

PO DMDID
Jgo~NoOoOMTTUOO
GQOA~OFRLANNOG

NN
0 ™
RN

4.57
4.78
4.10

4.50
4.67
4.28

EE

Instructor: WOLF, RICHARD E Spring 2007
Enrollment: 26
Questionnaires: 23 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0 0 0 0 2 4 17
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 2 7 14
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 9 13
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 5 0 1 2 3 12
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 0 0 5 17
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 11 0 0 3 5 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0 6 17
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 23
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 1 0 0 0 9 11
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 3 20
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 3 20
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 10 13
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 3 19
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 3 0 1 5 5 9
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 0 1 7 10
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 0 1 1 1 15
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 5 0 1 0 2 5 10
4. Were special techniques successful 5 14 0 0 1 1 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 3
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 1 General 6
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 8 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 1
P 0
1 0 Other 11
? 3



Course-Section: BIOL 443 0101

Title ADV TOPICS:DEVEL BIOLO

Instructor:

BLUMBERG, DAPH (lInstr. A)

Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 14

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

I
AODOOOWONOR

NNENN OO NO

RRORO

PR R

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.71 380/1522 4.71
4.57 465/1522 4.57
5_00 ****/1285 E = =
4.50 473/1476 4.50
4.69 20571412 4.69
4.64 220/1381 4.64
4.00 988/1500 4.00
4.57 1019/1517 4.57
4.27 63371497 4.41
5.00 1/1440 5.00
4.88 575/1448 4.88
4.86 170/1436 4.86
4.00 1036/1432 4.00
4.63 200/1221 4.63
5.00 1/1280 5.00
5.00 1/1277 5.00
5.00 1/1269 5.00
3 B 67 **-k*/ 854 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 77 E = =
4 B 50 **-k*/ 65 E = =
5_00 ****/ 78 E = =
4 . 00 ****/ 47 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 35 E = =
5_00 ****/ 34 E =
5 B OO **-k*/ 37 E = =
5_00 ****/ 23 E = =

Type
Graduate 2
Under-grad 12

#### - Means there are not enough
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Job IRBR3029

MBC Level
ean Mean
30 4.42
26 4.34
30 4.42
22 4.31
06 4.11
08 4.21
18 4.25
65 4.71
11 4.21
45 4.52
71 4.75
29 4.32
29 4.34
93 4.04
10 4.28
34 4.50
31 4.49
02 4.31
58 4.67
52 4.60
49 4.65
45 4.58
11 4.14
41 4.51
30 4.22
40 4.03
31 4.13
30 4.11
63 4.33
41 4.00
69 4.92
54 4.25
Majors
Major
Non-major

ABADMIMO
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o 1 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 12 0 0 0 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 0 1 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 2 0 3 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 1 0 0 1 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 8 0 0 0 0 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 6 0 0 0 0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 7 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 7 0 0 1 2 0
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 6 0 0 0 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 0 0 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 0 0 0
4. Were special techniques successful 3 8 0 0 2 0
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 12 0 0 0 0 0
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 12 0 0 O o0 o©
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 12 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 12 0 0 0 0 0
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 12 0 0 0 0 0
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 13 0 0 0 0 1
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 13 0 0 0 0 0
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 13 0 O O © 1
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 13 0 0 0 0 0
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 13 0 0 0 0 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 13 0 O O O0 o
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 13 0 0 0 0 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 13 0 0 0 0 0
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 13 0 0 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 1 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0

responses to be significant



Other



Course-Section: BIOL 443 0101

Title ADV TOPICS:DEVEL BIOLO

Instructor:

BIEBERICH, CHAR (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 14

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

I
OWOOOMN©R

NNENN OO NO

RRORO

PR R

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.71 380/1522 4.71
4.57 465/1522 4.57
5_00 ****/1285 E = =
4.50 473/1476 4.50
4.69 20571412 4.69
4.64 220/1381 4.64
4.00 988/1500 4.00
4.57 1019/1517 4.57
4.55 355/1497 4.41
5.00 1/1440 5.00
4.88 575/1448 4.88
4.86 170/1436 4.86
4.00 1036/1432 4.00
4.63 200/1221 4.63
5.00 1/1280 5.00
5.00 1/1277 5.00
5.00 1/1269 5.00
3 B 67 **-k*/ 854 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 77 E = =
4 B 50 **-k*/ 65 E = =
5_00 ****/ 78 E = =
4 . 00 ****/ 47 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 35 E = =
5_00 ****/ 34 E =
5 B OO **-k*/ 37 E = =
5_00 ****/ 23 E = =

Type
Graduate 2
Under-grad 12

#### - Means there are not enough
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MBC Level
ean Mean
30 4.42
26 4.34
30 4.42
22 4.31
06 4.11
08 4.21
18 4.25
65 4.71
11 4.21
45 4.52
71 4.75
29 4.32
29 4.34
93 4.04
10 4.28
34 4.50
31 4.49
02 4.31
58 4.67
52 4.60
49 4.65
45 4.58
11 4.14
41 4.51
30 4.22
40 4.03
31 4.13
30 4.11
63 4.33
41 4.00
69 4.92
54 4.25
Majors
Major
Non-major
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o 1 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 12 0 0 0 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 0 1 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 2 0 3 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 1 0 0 0 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 8 0 0 0 0 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 6 0 0 0 0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 7 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 7 0 0 1 2 0
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 6 0 0 0 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 0 0 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 0 0 0
4. Were special techniques successful 3 8 0 0 2 0
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 12 0 0 0 0 0
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 12 0 0 O o0 o©
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 12 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 12 0 0 0 0 0
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 12 0 0 0 0 0
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 13 0 0 0 0 1
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 13 0 0 0 0 0
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 13 0 O O © 1
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 13 0 0 0 0 0
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 13 0 0 0 0 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 13 0 O O O0 o
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 13 0 0 0 0 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 13 0 0 0 0 0
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 13 0 0 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 1 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0

responses to be significant



Other



Course-Section: BIOL 445 0101

Title SIGNAL TRANSDUCTION

Instructor:

ROBINSON, PHYL (lInstr. A)

Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page

190

JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Majors
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.57 525/1522 4.57
4.48 592/1522 4.48
4.55 478/1285 4.55
4.62 367/1476 4.62
4.90 101/1412 4.90
4.14 71371381 4.14
4.19 83971500 4.19
5.00 1/1517 5.00
4.11 833/1497 4.26
4.86 272/1440 4.90
4.81 765/1448 4.88
4.38 741/1436 4.58
4.48 66971432 4.60
4.50 279/1221 4.62
4.82 179/1280 4.82
4.92 205/1277 4.92
5.00 1/1269 5.00
4.73 117/ 854 4.73

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 445 0101 University of Maryland Page 191

Title SIGNAL TRANSDUCTION Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: E1SENMANN, DAVI (Instr. B) Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 17
Questionnaires: 21 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0 0 0 1 1 4 15 4.57 525/1522 4.57 4.29 4.30 4.42 4.57
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 3 2 15 4.48 592/1522 4.48 4.11 4.26 4.34 4.48
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 2 5 13 4.55 478/1285 4.55 4.01 4.30 4.42 4.55
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 2 4 15 4.62 367/1476 4.62 4.02 4.22 4.31 4.62
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 2 19 4.90 101/1412 4.90 4.06 4.06 4.11 4.90
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 1 5 5 10 4.14 71371381 4.14 3.83 4.08 4.21 4.14
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 2 4 3 12 4.19 839/1500 4.19 4.09 4.18 4.25 4.19
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 5.00 1/1517 5.00 4.73 4.65 4.71 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 0 1 8 8 4.41 493/1497 4.26 3.96 4.11 4.21 4.26
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0 0 0 0 1 17 4.94 115/1440 4.90 4.44 4.45 4.52 4.90
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 0 0 0 1 17 4.94 296/1448 4.88 4.64 4.71 4.75 4.88
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 0 0 1 2 15 4.78 263/1436 4.58 4.18 4.29 4.32 4.58
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 1 3 14 4.72 38371432 4.60 4.18 4.29 4.34 4.60
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 2 0 0 1 2 12 4.73 134/1221 4.62 4.08 3.93 4.04 4.62
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 10 0 0 0 0 2 9 4.82 179/1280 4.82 4.09 4.10 4.28 4.82
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 9 0 0 0 0 1 11 4.92 205/1277 4.92 4.35 4.34 4.50 4.92
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 10 0 0 0 0 0 11 5.00 1/1269 5.00 4.35 4.31 4.49 5.00
4. Were special techniques successful 9 1 0 0 1 1 9 4.73 117/ 854 4.73 3.94 4.02 4.31 4.73
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 9 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 3 Major 18
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 3 C 3 General 4 Under-grad 18 Non-major 3
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 3 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 2 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 12
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 454 0101

University of Maryland

Page 192
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.71 380/1522 4.71 4.29 4.30 4.42 4.71
4_.57 465/1522 4.57 4.11 4.26 4.34 4.57
4_.57 456/1285 4.57 4.01 4.30 4.42 4.57
4.00 100971476 4.00 4.02 4.22 4.31 4.00
4.57 299/1412 4.57 4.06 4.06 4.11 4.57
4.29 575/1381 4.29 3.83 4.08 4.21 4.29
4.43 60071500 4.43 4.09 4.18 4.25 4.43
4.86 60071517 4.86 4.73 4.65 4.71 4.86
4.43 481/1497 4.57 3.96 4.11 4.21 4.57
4.71 532/1440 4.79 4.44 4.45 4.52 4.79
5.00 1/1448 5.00 4.64 4.71 4.75 5.00
4.43 696/1436 4.50 4.18 4.29 4.32 4.50
4.86 227/1432 4.93 4.18 4.29 4.34 4.93
4.57 232/1221 4.64 4.08 3.93 4.04 4.64
4.20 624/1280 4.20 4.09 4.10 4.28 4.20
5.00 1/1277 5.00 4.35 4.34 4.50 5.00
4.60 509/1269 4.60 4.35 4.31 4.49 4.60
5.00 1/ 854 5.00 3.94 4.02 4.31 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 7 Non-major 1

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant

Title VISION SCIENCE Baltimore County
Instructor: ROBINSON, PHYL (Instr. A) Spring 2007
Enrollment: 7
Questionnaires: 7 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 2 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 3 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 3 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 2 3 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 3 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 5 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0O 4 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0O 4 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 2 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 1 2 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 1 1 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 1 0 1 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 0 0 0 0 5
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 0 0 0 2 3
4. Were special techniques successful 3 2 0 0 0 0 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.71 380/1522 4.71 4.29 4.30 4.42 4.71
4_.57 465/1522 4.57 4.11 4.26 4.34 4.57
4_.57 456/1285 4.57 4.01 4.30 4.42 4.57
4.00 100971476 4.00 4.02 4.22 4.31 4.00
4.57 299/1412 4.57 4.06 4.06 4.11 4.57
4.29 575/1381 4.29 3.83 4.08 4.21 4.29
4.43 60071500 4.43 4.09 4.18 4.25 4.43
4.86 60071517 4.86 4.73 4.65 4.71 4.86
4.71 223/1497 4.57 3.96 4.11 4.21 4.57
4.86 272/1440 4.79 4.44 4.45 4.52 4.79
5.00 1/1448 5.00 4.64 4.71 4.75 5.00
4.57 514/1436 4.50 4.18 4.29 4.32 4.50
5.00 1/1432 4.93 4.18 4.29 4.34 4.93
4.71 144/1221 4.64 4.08 3.93 4.04 4.64
4.20 624/1280 4.20 4.09 4.10 4.28 4.20
5.00 1/1277 5.00 4.35 4.34 4.50 5.00
4.60 509/1269 4.60 4.35 4.31 4.49 4.60
5.00 1/ 854 5.00 3.94 4.02 4.31 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 7 Non-major 1

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant

Title VISION SCIENCE Baltimore County
Instructor: CRONIN, THOMAS (Instr. B) Spring 2007
Enrollment: 7
Questionnaires: 7 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 2 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 3 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 3 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 2 3 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 3 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 5 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0O 4 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 2 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 1 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 1 1 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 0 2 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 1 0 1 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 0 0 0 0 5
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 0 0 0 2 3
4. Were special techniques successful 3 2 0 0 0 0 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor"s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

POOOOORrOO

WNNNDN

© ©O oo

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o0 1 2
o o 1 2 7
3 0 0 2 2
0O 0O O 0 6
o o o 1 3
o 1 o 1 4
o 0O o0 4 2
o 0O O o0 2
0O O o0 4 8
o 0O O o 3
0O o0 o0 o0 1
0O 0O 1 1 5
o 1 0 4 2
1 o o0 1 2
o 0O O o0 o
o 0O O 1 o
0o 0 O o0 o
1 0 O 1 3
Reasons

N~NO N

dits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 5
-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
-83 2 2.00-2.99 3 c 1
-150 5 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
ad. 3 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.75 320/1522 4.75 4.29 4.30 4.42 4.75
4.13 1006/1522 4.13 4.11 4.26 4.34 4.13
4.50 531/1285 4.50 4.01 4.30 4.42 4.50
4.63 357/1476 4.63 4.02 4.22 4.31 4.63
4.69 214/1412 4.69 4.06 4.06 4.11 4.69
4.38 470/1381 4.38 3.83 4.08 4.21 4.38
4.38 660/1500 4.38 4.09 4.18 4.25 4.38
4.88 555/1517 4.88 4.73 4.65 4.71 4.88
3.93 993/1497 4.07 3.96 4.11 4.21 4.07
4.79 392/1440 4.82 4.44 4.45 4.52 4.82
4.93 395/1448 4.93 4.64 4.71 4.75 4.93
4.29 845/1436 4.46 4.18 4.29 4.32 4.46
4.00 103671432 4.11 4.18 4.29 4.34 4.11
4.67 175/1221 4.70 4.08 3.93 4.04 4.70
5.00 1/1280 5.00 4.09 4.10 4.28 5.00
4.71 421/1277 4.71 4.35 4.34 4.50 4.71
5.00 1/1269 5.00 4.35 4.31 4.49 5.00
4.17 380/ 854 4.17 3.94 4.02 4.31 4.17

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 13
Under-grad 13 Non-major 3

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor: MILLER, STEPHEN (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 20
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

N~NO N

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.75 320/1522 4.75 4.29 4.30 4.42 4.75
4.13 1006/1522 4.13 4.11 4.26 4.34 4.13
4.50 53171285 4.50 4.01 4.30 4.42 4.50
4.63 357/1476 4.63 4.02 4.22 4.31 4.63
4.69 21471412 4.69 4.06 4.06 4.11 4.69
4.38 470/1381 4.38 3.83 4.08 4.21 4.38
4.38 66071500 4.38 4.09 4.18 4.25 4.38
4.88 555/1517 4.88 4.73 4.65 4.71 4.88
4.20 71871497 4.07 3.96 4.11 4.21 4.07
4.86 272/1440 4.82 4.44 4.45 4.52 4.82
4.93 395/1448 4.93 4.64 4.71 4.75 4.93
4.64 436/1436 4.46 4.18 4.29 4.32 4.46
4.21 914/1432 4.11 4.18 4.29 4.34 4.11
4.73 13971221 4.70 4.08 3.93 4.04 4.70
5.00 1/1280 5.00 4.09 4.10 4.28 5.00
4.71 421/1277 4.71 4.35 4.34 4.50 4.71
5.00 1/1269 5.00 4.35 4.31 4.49 5.00
4.17 380/ 854 4.17 3.94 4.02 4.31 4.17

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 13
Under-grad 13 Non-major 3

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 495 0101

Title SEMINAR BIOINFORMATICS

Instructor:

FREELAND, STEPH

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 20
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Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.42 4.84
4.26 4.34 4.42
4.30 4.42 4.40
4.22 4.31 4.53
4.06 4.11 3.94
4.08 4.21 4.53
4.18 4.25 4.12
4.65 4.71 5.00
4.11 4.21 4.53
4.45 4.52 4.79
4.71 4.75 4.95
4.29 4.32 4.58
4.29 4.34 4.89
3.93 4.04 4.83
4.10 4.28 4.58
4.34 4.50 4.92
4.31 4.49 4.92
4.02 4.31 4.64
4.36 4.47 4.38
4.35 4.32 4.25
4.51 4.55 4.88
4.42 4.20 4.63
4.23 3.85 4.13
4.58 4.67 F*F**
4.52 4.60 FF**
4.49 4.65 FFx*
4.45 4.58 KF**
4.11 4.14 F***
4.41 4.51 F***
4.30 4.22 F**F*
4.40 4.03 F***
4.31 4.13 F***
4.30 4.11 ****
4.63 4.33 FF**
4.41 4.00 F***
4.69 4.92 FrFF*
4.54 4.25 FE**
4.49 4.25 Fx**



Course-Section: BIOL 495 0101

Title SEMINAR BIOINFORMATICS
Instructor: FREELAND, STEPH
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 20

Expected Grades
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 11
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2

=T TOO

RPOOOOOWWU

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19

Graduate 0
Under-grad 20 Non-major 20

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 636L 0101
Title
Instructor:

ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB 11
WOLF, JULIE B (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 9
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Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.45 5.00
4.26 4.29 5.00
4.30 4.31 5.00
4.22 4.31 4.78
4.06 4.25 4.50
4.08 4.25 4.78
4.18 4.22 5.00
4.65 4.73 5.00
4.11 4.21 4.56
4.45 4.48 4.90
4.71 4.80 5.00
4.29 4.37 4.84
4.29 4.33 4.84
3.93 3.83 4.90
4.10 4.24 5.00
4.34 4.52 5.00
4.31 4.51 5.00
4.02 4.08 4.75
4.36 4.72 5.00
4.35 4.39 5.00
4.51 4.61 5.00
4.42 4.76 5.00
4.23 4.40 5.00
4.58 4.76 F*F**
4.52 4.70 FE**
4.49 4,71 FFF*
4.45 4.66 FF**
4.11 4.38 ****
4.41 4.40 FF**
4.30 4.49 Fr*x*
4.40 4.78 FF**
4.31 4.71 FFF*
4.30 4.82 FF**
4.63 4.82 5.00
4.41 4.68 FF**
4.69 4.79 5.00
4.54 4.83 4.67
4.49 4.92 4.67



Course-Section: BIOL 636L 0101 University of Maryland Page 197

Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB 11 Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: WOLF, JULIE B (Instr. A) Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 2 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 7 Non-major 9
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 8
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 636L 0101

Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB 11
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 9
Questionnaires: 9
Questions
General
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Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor"s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.45 5.00
4.26 4.29 5.00
4.30 4.31 5.00
4.22 4.31 4.78
4.06 4.25 4.50
4.08 4.25 4.78
4.18 4.22 5.00
4.65 4.73 5.00
4.11 4.21 4.56
4.45 4.48 4.90
4.71 4.80 5.00
4.29 4.37 4.84
4.29 4.33 4.84
3.93 3.83 4.90
4.10 4.24 5.00
4.34 4.52 5.00
4.31 4.51 5.00
4.02 4.08 4.75
4.36 4.72 5.00
4.35 4.39 5.00
4.51 4.61 5.00
4.42 4.76 5.00
4.23 4.40 5.00
4.58 4.76 FF**
4.52 4.70 FFx*
4.49 4.71 F*F*F*
4.45 4.66 FF**
4.11 4.38 F***
4.41 4.40 FF*F*
4.30 4.49 FE*x*
4.40 4.78 FFF*
4.31 4.71 F*F**
4.30 4.82 F***
4.63 4.82 5.00
4.41 4.68 F*F*F*
4.69 4.79 5.00
4.54 4.83 4.67
4.49 4.92 4.67
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Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB 11
Instructor: (Instr.
Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 9

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 3

=T TOO

RPOOOOOOO®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 2 Major 0
Under-grad 7 Non-major 9

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1522 5.00 4.29 4.30 4.45 5.00
3.50 136571522 3.50 4.11 4.26 4.29 3.50
4.00 938/1285 4.00 4.01 4.30 4.31 4.00
4.00 100971476 4.00 4.02 4.22 4.31 4.00
5.00 1/1412 5.00 4.06 4.06 4.25 5.00
3.50 1152/1381 3.50 3.83 4.08 4.25 3.50
5.00 1/1500 5.00 4.09 4.18 4.22 5.00
4.00 138971517 4.00 4.73 4.65 4.73 4.00
4.00 898/1497 4.25 3.96 4.11 4.21 4.25
3.50 135971440 4.00 4.44 4.45 4.48 4.00
5.00 1/1448 5.00 4.64 4.71 4.80 5.00
4.00 1056/1436 4.25 4.18 4.29 4.37 4.25
4.50 63271432 4.75 4.18 4.29 4.33 4.75
2.50 116571221 3.25 4.08 3.93 3.83 3.25
3.00 118771280 3.00 4.09 4.10 4.24 3.00
4.00 93071277 4.00 4.35 4.34 4.52 4.00
4.00 875/1269 4.00 4.35 4.31 4.51 4.00
3.00 779/ 854 3.00 3.94 4.02 4.08 3.00

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 0
Under-grad 1 Non-major 2

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant

Title VISION SCIENCE Baltimore County
Instructor: ROBINSON, PHYL (Instr. A) Spring 2007
Enrollment: 4
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 1 1 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 0 0 0 1 0 1 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1522 5.00 4.29 4.30 4.45 5.00
3.50 136571522 3.50 4.11 4.26 4.29 3.50
4.00 938/1285 4.00 4.01 4.30 4.31 4.00
4.00 100971476 4.00 4.02 4.22 4.31 4.00
5.00 1/1412 5.00 4.06 4.06 4.25 5.00
3.50 1152/1381 3.50 3.83 4.08 4.25 3.50
5.00 1/1500 5.00 4.09 4.18 4.22 5.00
4.00 138971517 4.00 4.73 4.65 4.73 4.00
4.50 385/1497 4.25 3.96 4.11 4.21 4.25
4.50 798/1440 4.00 4.44 4.45 4.48 4.00
5.00 1/1448 5.00 4.64 4.71 4.80 5.00
4.50 60171436 4.25 4.18 4.29 4.37 4.25
5.00 1/1432 4.75 4.18 4.29 4.33 4.75
4.00 60671221 3.25 4.08 3.93 3.83 3.25
3.00 118771280 3.00 4.09 4.10 4.24 3.00
4.00 93071277 4.00 4.35 4.34 4.52 4.00
4.00 875/1269 4.00 4.35 4.31 4.51 4.00
3.00 779/ 854 3.00 3.94 4.02 4.08 3.00

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 0
Under-grad 1 Non-major 2

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant

Title VISION SCIENCE Baltimore County
Instructor: CRONIN, THOMAS (Instr. B) Spring 2007
Enrollment: 4
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 0 0 0 1 0 1 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



